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THE PROSECUTIONS which have lately been com- 
menced against several persons for being the keepers of 
betting houses have given rise to a good deal of com- 
ment in the daily papers and elsewhere, and it is necessary 
to recognise the distinction, if such there be, between 
the law as it is and the law as it ought to be. 

What, then, is the law as to betting houses ? In the 
first place betting is not an illegal act. 8 & 9 Vict. c. 
109, s. 18, makes all agreements by way of gaming and 
wagering null and void, but it does not render them 

al. The winner of a bet cannot recover it from the 
loser, but if the loser pays he cannot treat the payment 
as illegal, and recover it hack again. 

Although betting is not illegal, the law has made 
the keeping of betting houses a criminal offence. 16 
& 17 Vict. c. 109, recites that “a kind of gaming 
has of late sprung up tending to the injury and 
demoralization of inprovident persons by the open- 

of betting houses, and the receiving of money 
in advance by the owners or occupiers of such 
houses on their promises to pay money on events of 
horse races and the like contingencies; and it then enacts 
by section 1 that no house shall be used for the purpose 
‘by the owner, occupier, &c., or of any person for him or of 
@my person in any manner conducting the business 
thereof, betting with persons resorting thereto, or for the 
purpose of any money being received by such owner, 
occupier, &c., &c., as the consideration of any assurance 
or promise, &c., to pay or to secure the payment of there- 
after any money on any event, and all such houses are 
declared to be common nuisances. Section 2 declares 
every house within section 1 to be a common gaming 
house within 8 & 9 Vict. c. 109. By section 3 any owner 
or occupier, &c., using his house or permitting it to be 
weed for any of the purposes mentioned in section 
1, and any person assisting in conducting the busi- 
ness of such house, is rendered liable to a penalty. 
Section 4 imposesa penalty on any owner, occupier, &c., 
ofa house within section 1, and on any agent for him 
who shall receive any money as a deposit on any bet on 
eondition of paying any money on the happening of any 
event or in consideration of any assurance, promise, &c., 
topay thereafter any money on such event, and on any 
person giving any acknowledgment on the receipt of any 
Money so paid intended to entitle any one to receive any 
Money on the happening of such event. Section 7 for- 
bids the advertising.of betting houses. 

It will be seen by this epitome of the provision of 16 
& 17 Vict. c. 119, that the only persons within the 
statute are owners, occupiers, &c., of betting houses who 
bet with the persons resorting thereto or who receive 
deposits on bets. The statute, therefore, cannot in any 
Way apply to an establishment like Tattersall’s where the 
Persons resorting thereto bet with one another and not 
With the owner, occupier, &c., of the place. Whether 
Places like Tattersall’s ought or ought not to be permitted 
by the law is an entirely different question, but it is clear 
that at present they are not illegal under this Act. 

An important point has arisen upon the statute in the 
Inte prosecutions in the case of Mesars. Wright, Morris, 








and others, whoclaim to be not within the provisions of . 
the statute,on the ground that they are mere agents, 

like brokers on the Stock Exchange, between persons 

who wish to bet. Their case is that they kept an office 
for betting, and received deposits, but that they did not 

bet for themselves or for any owner or occupier of a 
betting house, but they simply received money to lay out 

in bets, and thus supplied the means by which persons 

wishing to bet were enabled to find others to bet 

with them, without having to resort to a particular 

place and make their bets in person as is done at 

Tattersall’s. They received remuneration from a com- 

mission on the bets. Sir Thomas Henry, before whom 
the case came, expressed an opinion that it was within 

the statute; but there has been an anjournment in order 
that a case might be agreed upon for decision by the 
Court of Queen’s Bench. 

This question has, we believe, not been raised until 
now, and indeed it seems that up to this time, there 
have been but two decisions on the Act: Doggett v. 
Catterns (13 W. R. 390), where it was held that a spot 
under a tree in Hyde-park, which the defendant used for 
the purpose of betting with persons who resorted thereto, 
was not a “place” within the Act; and Shaw v. Morley 
(16 W. R. 763), where it was held that an uncovered 
wooden structure on a racecourse was an “office” or 
“place” within the Act. 





THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE of the Privy Council have 
decided, as we had anticipated, that Sir Robert Philli- 
more is bound to receive letters of request from the 
Bishop of Bath and Wells in the case of Sheppard v. 
Bennett. Our readers will remember that the learned 
judge considered that it was in all cases within his dis- 
cretion whether he would or would not receive letters of 
request. We stated at the time, in this journal, our 
inability to understand the grounds on which he arrived 
at thatconclusion. The words of the statute 3 & 4 Vict. 
c. 86,8. 13, are too plain to be explained away. It is 
thereby enacted, in respectof the offences named therein, 
that the bishop of the diocese wherein the party accused 
holds preferment may, if he shall think fit, send the 
case by letters of request to the court of appeal of the 
province “to be there heard and determined according 
to the law and practice of such court.” It was argued 
before the Judicial Committee that, although these 
words were explicit, “letters of request” were a 
term of art with a known meaning, in effect con- 
stituting a request which may be refused, and not 
a command which must be obeyed, and that, there- 
fore, the Court may reject them. We are not surprised 
that this contention failed. “The words of the statute,’ 
says Lord Hatherley in his judgment, “do not merely 
authorize the bishop to send letters of request requesting 
thereby that the cause may be heard and determined, but 
enable him to send the case itself, by letters of request, to 
the Court of Appeal to be there heard and determined.” 
Thus the letters are a mere vehicle to bring the case 
before the Court. Once there it must be proceeded with 
as of right. The resultof this judgment is that the great 
question of the lawfulness, in the Church of England, of 
holding the dogma of the Real Presence in the sacrament 
to be true, will soon be brought to judicial determination 
in the Court of Arches. It is stated at present that the 
reverend defendant intends to argue his own case, bnt 
we believe that such an intention, if it exists, may pos- 
sibly be altered before the time fixed for the hearirg. 





WE PRINT IN ANOTHER COLUMN a letter from the Secre- 
tary to the Criminal Law Amendment Association, upon 
whose circular we recently commented. It appears that 
the scheme advocated by the association is that there 
should be the same right of moving for a new trial in 
criminal cases as now exists in civil cases. The practice 
of rules nisi has been much condemned, and we think 
with good reason. The Judicature Commission in their 
recent report did not deal at any length with the ques- 
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tion of new trials, but merely suggested that the judge at 
Nisi Prius should have power to direct cases where points 
were reserved at the trial to be set down for argument 
without any rule nisi. That of course would be a step 
in the direction of abolishing the motion for a rule nisi, 
and it is not improbable that the second report of the 
Commissioners, which will go more into detail than the 
first, may recommend further steps in that direction. 
The objection, of course, to the practice is that it is im- 
possible to secure the true facts being brought before the 
Court in an ex parte application. This would be so to 
a much greater extent in criminal cases, as convicted 
prisoners would undoubtedly so represent the facts upon 
an ex parte application as to be able to get a rule nisi. 
The Courts, therefore, would not have the means of refus- 
ing groundless applications, and so stopping them at the 
out-et, as contemplated by our correspondent. We 
doubt, also, whether the right to move within a limited 
time only, and by the same counsel as had conducted the 
case at the trial, would quite meet the cases where there 
is most reason to suspect that injustice may be done. 
Probably our correspondent would propose not to adopt in 
its entirety and with all its faults the practice under 
which new trials are moved for in civil actions, but to 
amend the defects of that system, and then to apply the 
amended system to criminal as well as civil cases. In 
truth, however, no system would be applicable to both 
classes of cases. In civil cases money penalties and 
money compensation in the shape of payment of costs 
may be considered sufficiently to discountenance 
on the one hand and to compensate on the other 
frivolous applications for new trials. In criminal 
cases this would not be so. If the rules under which 
criminal cases and civil were tried in the first instance 
were the same, the greater importance of the issues in 
one case than in the other would be no reason for not 
allowing the same right of appeal in one case as in the 
other. In fact, however, the interests of innocent per- 
sons who may be wrongfully accused of crime are, in 


our opinion, much better protected by the present rule as 
to the degree of proof required than they would be if 
liable to be tried upon a mere balance of evidence, with 


a universal right of appeal, as in civil cases. That the 
result of giving a universal right of appeal would be to 
introduce the practice of deciding criminal cases upon a 
mere balance of evidence in the same way as civil cases, 
was the opinion we expressed in our former remarks 
and which we still entertain. The whole question, how- 
ever, is one which turns upon a balance of advantages, 
and the right decision of which must depend upon 
whether or not there are at present any considerable 
number, not of wrong verdicts in criminal cases, which 
there may be, but of convictions of persons really innocent. 
If the number of such cases is not considerable, which 
certainly is our opinion, it is not worth while for their 
sakes to introduce a universal right of appeal which 
will do harm in other cases, It is true that it is illogical 
to pardon a man who has really been innocent, but if 
only there were power to award some compensation to 
the victims of such miscarriages of justice, we think 
nothing further would be required. A free pardon with 
an award of compensation as an acknowledgment of in- 
nocence would do at least as much to remedy the in- 
justice that had been done as an acquittal upon a 
new trial, 





Mr. BARON MartTIN and Mr. Justice Willes have been 
yiving evidence before the Select Committee of the 
House of Commons, which is inquiring into the conduct 
of elections, They both express themselves reasonably 
satisfied with the present state of the law. As regards 
the law of agency, they expressly say they do not see any 
amendment that could be made with advantage. Baron 
Martin retains his opinion as to its being a hard and 
harsh law, but considers it necessary. Mr. Justice 
Willes points out that it is desirable to amend the law 
of treating so as to make simple giving of refreshment 





to a voter by a candidate or his agent, on account of his 
being a voter, avoid the election. This no doubt would 
get rid of a question, which has been regarded ag 
a difficult one, by doing away with the necessity of show- 
ing the treating to be corrupt and with intent to in. 
fluence a vote. For our part, however, we have never 
been able to see the practical distinction between the 
two cases. If refreshment is given to a man which 
would not have been given to him if he had not been a 
voter, it must be given either directly to influence his 
vote, or to strengthen his assumed attachment to the 
candidate’s cause, which is, at all events, indirectly to 
influence his vote, or lastly, which is perhaps the most 
common, to influence other voters by the hope of similar 
entertainment. In any of these cases it seems to us 
that the further inference ought to be drawn that the 
act is corrupt. However, as there is a doubt upon the 
point, it certainly would be as well to remove it. Both 
the judges also are inclined to recommend that ex- 
cessive and unreasonable expenditure should avoid the 
election. This, if practicable, would certainly be de- 
sirable. It would, however, be a somewhat vague ground, 
and would be likely to lead to some inconsistency of de- 
cision. If Parliament should adopt this reeommenda- 
tion, they would do much towards securing purity of 
election, and at the same time they would be paying 
a very high compliment to the judges to whom they en- 
trusted such a vague power as that of avoiding an election 
whenever, in their opinion, the expenditure had been 
unreasonable. 





WE ARE GLAD to see a letter in the Times this week 
on the subject of the present system of conducting arbi- 
trations. The writer of the letter complains of the 
interminable delays of arbitrations, and states that he isa 
defendant in a cause referred to a barrister two years 
ago, the hearing of which is still going on, and that there 
has been an interval of four months since the last meeting, 
This is unfortunately, by no means an exceptional 
vase. The slowness with which arbitrations are generally 
conducted impairs most seriously the utility of this way 
of trying causes. 

This evil is not necessarily any part of a system of 
arbitration. It is almost entirely caused by the practice 
of always postponing an arbitration to any other pro- 
fessional business which may happen to call for the 
attention of the arbitrator or of the counsel on either 
side. This is so well understood that itis seldom that any 
one hesitates to put off an appointment for a sitting, ifit 
suits bis convenience so to do, and even if the arbitrator 
is willing and able to sit regularly until the matter is 
concluded, he has practically no power to compel the 
parties to attend. 

The trial of a cause before an arbitrator is often much 
more convenient than before a jury, and indeed there are 
many cases that cannot be tried at Nisi Prius before a 
jury. Itis therefore much to be regretted that so useful 
uw procedure should be spoilt by the way in which it is 
conducted. 

We have more than once pointed out these evils (ante 
434, and 12 Sol. J. 853), and we then recommended as 
one of the ways of diminishing them, that official paid 
arbitrators should be appointed for the trial of such cases 
as are fitter for arbitration than for Nisi Prius. This 
view has since been adopted in the report of the judica- 
ture commission, who have recommended the appointment 
of official referees, 

It is not likely, however, that the law will reform itself, 
either in its theory or its practice, unless there is some 
pressure from without. It is for this reason that we re- 
joice to see any indication that the evils in the present 
system of conducting arbitrations are becoming more 
generally known. 





A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we publish in another 
column, calls attention to a practice which is, no doubt, 
on the increase, and which he strongly disapproves, 
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mamely, the subdivision of sections in Acts of Parlia- 
ment; and the groundof his objection is that, by making 
it necessary to refer to the sub-section as well as the 
section required, it tends to increase the risk of mistake 
in citation. It appears to us that there is some ground 
for this complaint, but that our correspondent pushes his 
views a great deal too far. There are very many cases 
in which it is extremely important that everybody shall 
be able to see at a glance the whole law upon a point, 
all the conditions, for instance, necessary to give validity 
to some act contemplated. In such cases the subject 
ought always to be treated in a single section; and yet 
subdivision often assists the eye in reading, and dimi- 
nishes the danger of overlooking some material phrase. 
And some of the clauses in the Bankruptcy Bill and the 
Imprisonment for Debt Bill to which our correspondent 
takes exception are of this class. Thus it would be very 
inconvenient if any one having to convene a meeting of 
creditors had to hunt through an indefinite number of 
sections to find out the requisite formalities, instead of 
finding them all in one. Yet he will read and under- 
stand them the more easily because each requisite has a 
line to itself, and in such cases it will rarely be neces- 
sary to do more than cite the section and the words in 
question, without any mention of the sub-section. But 
in other cases we think our correspondent right. There 
can be no reason why all the penal clauses of the Im- 
prisonment for Debt Bill should be lumped together in 
one unwieldly section with endless subdivisions. 





THE IMPRISONMENT FOR Dest BILL has now passed 
the House of Commons, 


ciple, the clauses as to the County Court power of com- 
nittal. 
maximum limit of amount, below which only the power 
of committal should be exercised. 


below which the power should not be exercised, 
this proposal was rejected. An attempt by Mr. Baines 
to legislate against accommodation bills was likewise re- 
jected. 





Gurney prosecution still continues. The Government 
are fully resolved not to take the case up. Dr. Thom 
still declares that he will not employ counsel. 
Chief Justice will not have the case conducted except by 
counsel, In the meantime the difficulty seems likely to 
be postponed, simply by the case not being reached dur- 
ing the present sittings. 





Dr. VAUGHAN, of Doncaster, late Head Master of 
Harrow School, has been appointed to the Mastership of 
the Temple, resigned by Dr. Robinson, 


“CRIMINAL LUNATICS.” 


Our recent remarks on the subject of criminal lunacy* 
have been responded to by the Lancet in an article of 
the 19th of June, which we reprint in another column, 
We are glad to be able to acknowledge the handsome 
manner in which our contemporary has acquitted u3 of 
any share in the cruel and revolting frivolity which it 
attributes to some of its opponents on this question. The 
charge made against us in reference to the logic of our 
arguments is, of course, but the expression of the 
opinion opposite to our own, which we well knew our con- 
temporary to entertain, and which we did not, nor do we 
now, expect to shake, 

As, however, the manner in which our contemporary 
has now treated the subject has brought us, as it were, 
upon common ground, a few further words explanatory 
of our view will not be out of place. 

We have on several occasion pointed out that a legal 
tribunal neither does nor can profess to apportion the 





* Supra p. 624, 





An attempt was made by Mr. | 
Macmahon to alter once more, and on a wholly new prin- | 
| taining 
The old plan was, as our readers know, to fix a | 


The learned gentle- 


man proposed to fix a minimum limit of twenty shillings, | 
But | 


And the | 





punishment inflicted by it according to the amount of 
moral guilt involved on the part of the offender. All is 
can, and all it ought to lock to, is the prevention of crime 
by the deterrent effect of the punishment. This, we svi, 
justified the punishment of the “ emotional lunatics ’”” 
referred to by our coatemporary, and of whom we ire 
quite willing to take the convict Bisgrove as the typical 
specimen. We did not, however, do more than state our 
opinion that this principle applied to the case, or attempt 
to show at all how it applied, because all the arguments 
we had ever seen on the medical side of the question 
always repudiate the principle in toto. Now, however, 
the Lancet apparently accepts our reasoning to a certain 
extent, but says that we are begging the whole question 
by assuming that the tendency of these persons to sudd+n 
crime can be controlled by the fear of punishment. 

We did not, however, assume anything of the kin? 
If it had been true, which it is apparently in some cases, 
of course it would have strengthened our argument, but it 
is not necessary to it. The deterrent effect of which we 
were speaking was the effect upon other people, and not 
upon the culprit. Of course, in the case of minor 
punishments, their effect upon the criminal is properly 
taken into consideration. A judge has to punish thieves 
in such a way as, if possible, to prevent thefts. No doubt 
he endeavours so to adjust the punishment as not only 
to prevent others from following the example of the 
thief, but also to prevent the thief from doing the like 
again. If he can do this, he succeeds in one particular in- 
stance in attaining his general object. Inall cases, how- 
ever, the prevention of crime must be the main object, and 
the reformation of the criminal, where aimed at at all, 
is aimed at only as accessory to, and assisting in at- 
this object. We need not now discuss 
whether capital punishment really has the deterrent 
effect which is the only justification for its infliction, 
but obviously where the law imposes the penalty of 
capital punishment, it is the effect upon other people 
that is looked at, and not the effect upon the criminal. 
It is only in capital cases that questions of insanity 
ever arise in practice ; therefore we may confine our at- 
tention to these cases, The reason for hanging Bis- 


Le ‘a ' grove was the same as that for hanging Palmer—viz. 
THE DEAD LOCK in att , an ee a Ay : 
: the matter of the Overend & | to prevent murders being committed by other people, 


| rather than to prevent them from committing any more 


murders, or causing more deaths, if that be thought 
by anyone a more appropriate phrase as applied to Bis- 
grove’s case. The question to be considered is, whether if 
Bisgrove had been hanged, it is likely that fewer mur- 
ders would have been committed; and upon this question 
the fact that Bisgrove himself could not have been re- 
strained by fear of punishment, even if the faci be so, 
has no direct bearing. Indeed, if this were alopted 
as a test there would always be a strong presumption 
in favour of the criminal, because there would be the 
fact to start with that he had not been restrained but 
had committed the crime. 

It may be said, however, that punishment is inflicted 
with a view to prevent similar crimes,—that is, crimes 
by persons in a similar position to that of the man 
punished, and if he could not have been restrained by 
fear of punishment neither could they. To some extent 
this is true, but it is rather the effect upon persons in 
somewhat similar external circumstances that must be 
looked to, than the effect upon persons whose state of 
mind is identical. 

The mischief that may be done by admitting the plea of 
uncontrollable impulse is that it is likely to prevent 
others really able to control their malicious impulses 
from doing so; and, assuming that the end of punishment 
by legal tribunals is prevention, and that abstract justice 
is unattainable and impracticable, we say that less harm 
is done by punishing a few persons, whose impulses may 
really have been uncontrollable, than by admitting the 
plea as an excuse for crime. It will be said that this 
reasoning tends to show thai all lunatics should be 
punished. And, no doubt, in our view, if it were ex- 
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pedient, with a view to the prevention of crime, to 


punish all persons committing acts forbidden by the | nis reprieve did, 


criminal law, it would be right todo so. But obviously 
it would not be expedient. All punishment, to be effec- 
tual in deterring persons from crime, must be of a cha- 
racter to commend itself to their sense of justice. The 
punishment of raving lunatics would tend to bring 
the administration of the law into disrepute, just in 
the same way as it isnow brought into disrepute by the 
occasional acquittal on the ground of insanity of a 
person whose insanity had only displayed itself in his 
ctime. No-punishments that are not in accordance with 
public opinion can ever be effectual in putting down 
crime, and this. would be the case just as much if public 
opivion were jwreng as where it is right. The result, 
therefore, is in accordance with the present state of the 
law—viz., that the general rule as to the punishment of 
individuals committing crimes should prevail, unless it 
is shown on behalf of the individual that he comes 
within an exception in consequence of which the punish- 
ment would have no deterring effect on others. This 
will doubtless te the case where the fact is ascertained 
that the individual does not know right from wrong, to 
return to the legal test, but it certainly will not be the 
case Where the evidence of insanity consists of the 
crime committed. The rule as to right and wrong is of 
course adopted in order to influence those persons who 
know that they will be punished for a crime, and who also 
have the power to restrain themselves from committing 
If, as the Lancet asserts and we are willing to believe, 

‘ere are persons who have this knowledge, but who 
are unable to restrain their sudden impulses to crime, 


ir crimes no doubt cannot be prevented by the main- | 


nance of the present rule of law, but yet the crimes 
of other persons may be, and we think are, to some ex- 
tent restraine! by their punishment. 

As regards the case of the convict Bisgrove, the irre- 
vular manner in which the case was investigated pre- 
vented any further light from being thrown on the 
juestion whether or not he was really responsible for 
his actions according to the legal test. 
contemporary is right in assuming that he was, and that 
‘ the question of his sanity had been raised at the trial 

stead of afterwards it would, according to the present 

uw, have been decided adversely to him. Itis, however, 
eaigg inaccurate to refer, as the Lancet does, to Bis- 
su ie man “the lawyers tried so haid to hang.” 

ever izing, for they never had the oppor- 

»them of trying. He was reprieved, so 

i from the Secretary of State’s version of 

, simply upon a petition and a medical report, 

us any iawyers being consulted at all. Certainly 

i not appear that the judge was consulted, and it is 
2 only care we have ever heard of where this was not 
1¢, While, therefore, the doctors are clearly entitled 
thke eredit for having saved Bisgrove, they ought 
her to say that they did it behind the backs of the 
uwyers, than against their endeavours to the contrary. 
‘Lhere ig no doubt. that that case, whether rightly or 
wrongly decided, supports our view, that the effect of 

isument as an example to others is much diminished 
its not being inflicted in such cases, That was, in the 
stimation of the public, a particularly brutal murder, 
aud it went unpunished for no reason satisfactory to the 
public mind. In the locality of the murder this 
ling was particularly strong, and it is impossible to 

BP ve that the class of persovs who might have been 
luenced by the sentence being carricd out in that case 
w have any other feeling than that the chances 
ry much in favour of a murderer ultimately getting 

at 

It will be seen that our views are based to a consider- 

Lle extent on the public opinion which prevails. 
Doubtless our medical friends will say that they are 
endeavouring to educate public opinion to adopt their 
views. This, of course, they have a right to do, and 
when they have done it, it may be that the punishment 





Probably our | 





; of a Biegrove w ould s} hock pudlic ‘judgment, as much a as 
When that change has taken place, 
we ehall be prepared to say that the reason for punish- 
ing such acriminal, which we take to be the effect of his 
punishment upon the public, will have gone. 

There is one point on which we are able thoroughly to 
agree with our contemporary, and that is that the law, 
as at present administered, is anything but satisfactory. 
This being agreed on all hands, it is perhaps unnecessary 
to say as much as we have done upon the question 
whether the fault is in the law, or in the administration 


} of it. The practical question is how a change for the 


better could be effected. If some tribunal could be 
erected, in which the public would have confidence, to 
deal with such cases when referred to them by 
a jury, it would perhaps be as good aplan as any. By 
some alteration in the composition of the present Board 
of Lunacy Commissioners, this might perhaps be effected, 
and there would be advantages in having one body to 
deal with lunacy both in criminal and in civil cases. 
Entertaining the views we do as to the necessity of 
punishments being in accordance with the general 
opinion of the public, rather than with professional 
opinion, we cannot think it would be desirable to with- 
draw the point of insanity entirely from the ordinary 
jury, but we would suggest that the special verdict of 
“not guilty, on the ground of insanity,” should be given 
up, and that, instead, the jury should, whenever a prima 
facie case of irresponsibility of the prisoner was shown, 
give a verdict of “guilty, subject to the report of the 
Lunacy Commissioners as to the prisoner's responsibility 
for his crime.” This verdict would, of course, be given 
upon the slightest suggestion of insanity, and in a very 
short time we have no doubt the decisions of the new 
tribunal would so commend themselves to the public, 
that the reference to it would be universal. Where the 
insanity was not suggested until after verdict, a power 
might be given either to a judge or to the Home Secre- 
tary, as might be thought best, to order a reference upon 
a satisfactory reason being given for its not having been 
asked for at the trial. In practice, however, this would 
not often happen, for the prisoner’s defence upon the 
facts would not be so hampered by his asking for a re- 
ference to another tribunal as to his sanity, as it is at 
present by his having to ask the jury to find him insane. 
At present a prisoner, or his counsel rather, can scarcely 


| ask an acquittal on the ground of insanity without aban- 


doning all defence upon the facts. 


RECENT DECISIONS. 





EQUITY. 
BREACHES OF TRUST AND THE STATUTE or LIMITA- 
TION, 
Woodhouse v. Woodhouse, V.C.8., 17 W. R. 583. 


The provision made by the husband for his wife by the 
settlement on their marriage often takes the shape of a 
covenant by the former to pay a sum to the trustees 
within a specified time, or in default to secure this sum 
by a mortgage of his real estate. The fund so created is 
to be held in trust for the husband and wife necessarily 
for life, and there is therefore fo occasion for it to be 
raised while the husband lives and enjoys the whole of 
the estate unon which the sum is to be secured. The 
husband, naturally enough, is not anxious to pay the 
expense of a mortgage and hand over his title deeds to the 


‘ trustee’s solicitor; while the trustee who is in nine cases 


out of ten a friend, if not a kinsman of the husband or 

the wife, does not trouble himself to enforce the cove- 

nant when the default takes place in paying the sum at 
the end of the period. 

This seems to have been the state of affairs in Wood- 

house v. Woodhouse. The trustees neglected their duty as 

| to enforcing the covenant to secure the sum by mort- 
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gage. This was a breach ‘of trust, and the covenant 
remained a continuing obligation with a continuing duty 
in the surviving trustee to enforce it. He died, and his 
widow and executrix, and also the devisees of his real 
estate, had notice of the breach of trust, which thus 
created a continuing obligation on them also, to the 
extent of the real and personal assets. They could not 
be heard to say that such assets were not liable in their 
hands to the claim of the wife, then a widow, brought 
forward by bill twenty years after the death of the sur- 
viving trustee, 

It is needless to refer at any length to the cases which 
preclude a trustee from relying on the Statute of Limita- 
tions as a defence in cases of breach of trust: Brittle- 
bank v. Goodwin (16 W. R. 696, L. R. 5 Eq. 545) is the 
latest of these cases, and decides that the analogy of the 
statute cannot be set up by an executor in answer toa 
claim founded on a breach of trust by his testator. 
The authority to the contrary effect of the two Irish 
cases, Dunnev. Doran (13 Ir, Eq. Rep. 545) and Brereton 
v. Hutchinson (3 Ir. Ch. Rep. 361), has been so con- 
stantly denied that we were surprised to see them gravely 
cited in the last-mentioned case. 


THE CoURT AND ITS WARDS AFTER THEY HAVE AT- 
TAINED TWENTY-ONE. 
White v. Herrick, L.J., 17 W. R. 522. 

It is well settled that where the marriage of a ward of 
court is a contempt, the Court vindicates its jurisdiction 
by compelling the husband to make a proper settlement: 
(Ball v. Coutts, 1 V. & B. 300); and where there has been 
amarriage of one who has been a ward of court, and 
there isa fund in court to which she is entitled, the 


Court seems still to retain a certain degree of jurisdic- 


tion over it, though the attainment of her majority has 


nominally put an end to the wardship: (Zong v. Long, 2 | 
Sim. & Stu. 119, and Austen v. Halsey, ib, 123n). The | 


Court parts with its wards with some degree of reluctance, 
and where a female ward waits until she is of age, and 
then is married forthwith, without submitting the pro- 


posal to the Court and obtaining its sanction, though | 
; Court is not justified in interfering under certain cir- 


there is no actual contempt, there is something so near to 
contempt as to justify the Court in interfering if it ap- 
ppears that the marriage was deferred for the purpose 
of evading the jurisdiction. In such cases the Court will 
not punish the husband as if a contempt had been com- 


mitted; but it will occasionally mark its sense of theim- | 
propriety by refusing to allow the ward’s fund in court | 
to be paid out on her application, unless on a proper | 


settlement being executed. It maybe said that the period 


of tutelage must end somewhere, and that, as the ter- | 


mination of that period is placed by law and common ac- 
ceptation at twenty-one, it is unreasonable for the Court 
to displace the general rule in particular instances. That 
is true as far as it goes; but when the Court has inter- 
fered it has been only when the marriage had taken 
place so soon after the ward's attainment of twenty-one 
as to point irresistibly to the conclusion that an evasion 
of the jurisdiction was contemplated. And the fraud on 
the Court so committed gives the Court an opportunity 
of interfering, without in any way infringing on the 
general rule that the relation of guardian and ward 
ceases at twenty-one where the Court is the guardian, as 
in all other cases. Int White v. Herrick the ward at- 
tained twenty-one one day and married the next. She 
then petitioned the Court for payment to her, on her 
separate receipt, of a fandin court which belonged to 
her, the net amount of which was under £200. The 
Master of the Rolls directed that the fund should be 
settled upon her for life for her separate use, without 
power of anticipation, with remainder to her children, 
She appealed, and the Lords Justices felt justified, partly, 
it would seem, on account of the smallness of the fund, 
in directing it to be paid to her on her separate receipt. 
They required her, nevertheless, to attend and be 
€xamined separately as to her consent. We believe the 





| with the iiberty of persons sui juris. 
| are inclined to doubt whether White v. Herrick, will be 





invariable practice to be not to require the separate 
examination where the fund is under £200. We infer, 
from the fact that the Lords Justices did, in this instance, 
require it, as well as from what Lord Justice Selwyn let 
fall as to the smallness of the sum, that the Lords Justices 
reversed the decision of the Court below from a feeling of 
the hardship of the particular case, rather than on gene- 
ral principles; and that the direction as to her being 
examined separately was thrown in as a counterpoise to 
the concession made by them. The Lords Justices went 
on the authority of Longbottom v. Pearce (3 De G. & J. 
545n), a case which, strangely enough, we are told that 
the reporters did not think reportable at the time. In 
Longbottum v. Pearce the ward married very soon after 
she came of age, and on her applying for the transfer of a 
fund in court to her husband, the Master of the Rolls 
directed that it should be settled, on the ground that the 
marriage so soon after twenty-one implied an intention 
of evading the jurisdiction, and was, in fact, a contempt. 
The full Court, however, discharged this order, and 
directed a transfer of the fand as prayed. 

In Biddles v. Jackson (7 W. R. 81), on the other hand, 
the ward had married fourteen days after attaining 
twenty-one. She and her husband petitioned for a 
transfer of the fund to her husband. The Master of the 
Rolls, as in the two former cases, directed it to be 
settled. On appeal the Lords Justices differed as to the 
propriety of a transfer without a settlement, and did no 
more than direct the fund to be retained and the dividend 
paid to her, and gave liberty ‘to apply. 

In all these cases we observe that the Master of the 
Rolls has consistently upheld the jurisdiction of the Court 
over its wards after they have attained the age of twenty- 


| one years, under circumstances such as the foregoing 


cases disclose. Probably nobody doubts the existence of 
the jurisdiction, but the real question is the extent to 
which it is to be carried. It is obvious thatsuch a juris- 
diction must be exercised with extreme caution, so as 
not to let in the imputation that the Court interferes 
At allevents we 


followed as an authority for the proposition that the 


cumstances. The course taken in Biddles v. Jackson, of 
simply directing the dividends to be paid to the appli- 
cant until further order, with liberty to apply, was a 
middle course, taken, perhaps, to avoid formally deciding 
the point, yet it is one which might, we venture to sub- 
mit, often meet the merits of the case. 


RELEASE FROM LEGATEES TO EXECUTORS—PAYMENT 
INTO COURT. 
Re Roberts’ Trusts, V.C.M., 17 W. R. 639. 

It is almost needless to remind the reader of what fell 
from the Court in this case, and has often fallen from it 
before, that executors are not entitled toa release from 
legatees, but that a simple receipt is enough. 

A point of greater importance was the decision that 
the mere fact of a pecuniary legatee being a married 
woman does not justify executors in paying her legacy 
into court, and that if they do so they can be ordered to 
pay the costs. Asa practical comment on the rule that 
a husband may get hold of his wife’s money if he can, 
executors used to make it as difficult as possible for him 
to do so by paying the fund into court, and thus giving 
the wife an opportunity of claiming her equity (see Hill 
on Trustees, p. 410). According to Re Swan (12 W. R. 
738) a trustee is always justified in refusing to pay over 
a wife’s fund to the husband, even at her request, and 
thus giving ker an opportunity for filing a bill to es- 
tablish her equity to a settlement. The Vice-Chan- 
cellor did not follow this decision, and made the 
executors, who had apparently acted on the authority 
of Re Swan, pay all the costs occasioned by their pay- 
ment into court-—a striking instance of the uncertainty 
of law. 
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COMMON LAW. 
PooR RATE—RATEABILITY OF SEWERS. 
Reg. v. The Metropolitan Board of Works, Q.B.,17 W. R. 
527. 


The two cases generally known as the Mersey Docks 
eases (13 W.R. 1069) decided a most important ques- 
tion as to the liability to poor rates of certain kinds of 
property. The effect of these decisions is that any oc- 
cupation yielding, or capable of yielding, a net annual 
value, that is to say, aclear rent over and above the 
annual cost of repairs and other necessary expenses, is 
liable to be rated. It is not necessary that this occupa- 
tion should be beneficial to the occupier. It is sufficient 
if the property be capable of yielding a clear rent over 
and above the necessary outgoings. The only occupiers 
who are not rateable are the sovereign and his immediate 
servants. With this exception property used for public 
purposes is rateable, and so also are trustees who are 
occupiers of valuable property for charitable purposes, 
such as hospitals and lunatic asylums. 

This decision being by the House of Lords, its autho- 
rity cannot be questioned ; but cases are, of course, con- 
stantly arising where it is doubtful whether the principle 
of the Mersey Docks cases applies. This point arose and 
was decided in Reg. v. The Metropolitan Board'‘of Works, 
who have the sewers of the metropolis vested in them 
and under their control. The Board can levy rates for 
tie maintenance of the sewers ; and they occupy in con- 
nection with the sewers wharves, engine houses, tram- 
ways, &c., which would yield an annual rent if used for 
other purposes. It was held that the Board were not 
rateable in respect of the sewers, as no profit was or 
could be derived from their occupation, but that they 
were rateable in respect of the engine house and other 
premises, “as the machinery stands on land which is 
valuable for occupation, and which would undoubtedly 
be rateable in the hands of other occupiers, and its rate- 
able quality cannot be affected by the particular use to 
which it is applied by the Board.” 

The decision dves not call for any comment. but it illus- 
trates the application of the doctrine established by the 
Mersey Docks cases. 


BANKRUPTCY—PROOF FOR VALUE OF ANNUITY UNDER 
SECTION 175 OF THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1849, 
Brett v. Jackson, C.P., 17 W. R. 532. 

Section 175 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1849, enables an 
annuity creditor of a bankrupt to prove for the value of 
tle annuity against the estate of the bankrupt. The 
Courts have exnressed, on several oacasions, some doubt 
as to the meaning of this section, The result of the de- 
cisions upon it has been to restrict its operation to cases 
where the annuity is of such a kind as to be capable of 
valuation by some process of calculation. If its value 
can only be guessed at from want of date from which its 
money value may be computed, it is not within this 
section. 

In Parker v. Ince (7 W. R. 201) and in Mudge v. 
Rowen (16 W. R. 403) it was held that an annuity se- 
cured to a wife in a separation deed which was to be 
void if the husband and wife again cohabited, was not 
within this section, as the contingency which would put 
anend to the annuity was of such a nature that the 
probability or improbability of its occurring could not be 
estimated, and therefore the value of the ag could 
not be calculated. In Le parte Davis (Mont. 121, 297) 
an annuity durante viduitate was held not to be prove- 
able on the same ground—viz., that it was not the sub- 
ject of valuation within the statute. 

These cases have been followed in Drett v. Jackson, 
where an annuity defeasible on the happening of any 
one of certain contingencies, such as the annuitant re- 
fusing or being incapable to use his best endeavours 
for the extension of a business, or to perform the reason- 





able requirements of the grantors of the annuity, was 
held not to be proveable under section 175. 

It has been held that the liability to pay an 
annuity is not a contingent debt under section 177, ora 
contingent liability under section 178,of the Bankruptcy 
Act of 1849. A claim, therefore, in respect of such an 
annuity as in Brett v. Jackson cannot be proved at all, 
and the bankruptcy of the annuity debtor is no bar to 
an action by the annuity creditor for payments which 
accrue due after the discharge in bankruptcy. 

In Brett v. Jackson it was also thrown out as a sug- 
gestion by M. Smitb, J., during the argument, that per- 
haps a deed under section 192 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1861, made between partners and joint creditors only, 
but assigning to trustees the joint and separate estate of 
the partners, to be administered as in bankruptcy, might 
be valid. This point has never been decided, and the 
suggestion of M. Smith, J., is, therefore, of importance. 








REVIEWS. 


The Social and Legal Aspects of the Domestic Service Questioi, 
suggesting a new system of hiring servants and an amend- 
ment of the laws affecting the relations of employer and em- 
ployed. By M. A. B. London: Booth, 

The writer of this paper appears to be of opinion that the 
relations between servants and mistresses have now arrived 
at such an uncomfortable condition, as far as the mistresses 
are concerned, that legislation is necessary in order to en- 
able her to cope on equal terms with her domestics. “It 
must be remembered (says the writer) that the laws relating 
to the hiring and dismissal of houschold servants were 
enacted at a time when domestics were really a ‘dependent’ 
class; and, doubtless, the intention in framing these laws 
was to protect servants against the possible injustice of 
oppressive and ov erbearing masters ; but now all that is 
changed ; we (the employers) are in the power and at the 
mercy of our ser vants; we are no longer independent, they 
no longer dependent,’’ &c. The remedy proposed is that 
the hiring should be terminable by a weekly notice on either 
side, in order that the servant may ‘‘ feel that her place de- 
pends on her own good behaviour,’”’—and the appointment of 
a clerk in every town, to try disputes between master and 
mistress, and also, as we gather, to conduct a species of com- 
pulsory registration for servants applying for situations, 
One of the reasons given for the appointment of such a judge 
is that at present the mistress is under great disadvantage, 
because “few ladics” care to subject themselves to the 
“ ordeal” of defending a plaint in the county court. Pro- 
bably few of our readers will be of opinion that a new 
tribunal should be created to accommodate such defendants 
as may be too delicate to come into the present courts, and 
the whole of the suggestions made in this pamphlet are 
equally futile. No doubt servants are a trouble to their mis- 
tresses, but as a rule good mistresses manage to get and keep 
good servants, and the law affecting the relation between 
master or mistress and maid works sufliciently well. 

The pamphlet is rather vaguely written, and it does not 
appear that the writer correctly understands the law, as it 
is, respecting servants’ notices and characters. The altera- 
tion we should desire to seo would be, not a reform in the 
law, but an abolition of the practice, founded in indolence 
or a one-sided and selfish imitation of kindness, of giving 
good characters of servants known to be unsatisfactory. A 
mistress is not bound to give any character at all: if there be 
a good character to give, it would be morally wrong to 
refuse it, and if there are any drawbacks it is still wrong 
to suppress them, 


Mr. Cowie, of Trinity College, Cambridge, has, on the recom- 
mendation of the Board of Legal Studies of that university, 
been appointed examiner of the candidates for honours in law 
for the next year. 

The counsel engaged for the defence in the Overend, Gurney, 
& Co. prosecution are :—For John Henry and Henry Edmund 
Gurney and Mr. Birkbeck—the Solicitor-General, ‘ Haw- 
kins, Q.C,, Mr. Serjeant Ballantine, and Mr. J. C. Mathew. 
For Mr. Barclay—Mr. Mellish, Q.C., Mr. Serjeant Parry, and 
Mr. Montagu Williams. For Mr. Gordon—Sir John Kars- 
lako and Mr. Ledgard. For Mr. Rennie—Mr. Giffard, 
Q.C., Mr. Poland, and Mr. Jardine.—Leho. 
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COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
STATEMENT OF THE NuMBER or Causes, PETITIONS, «c., 
disposed of in Court in the week ending Thursday, 
July 1, 1869. 
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Master OF THE Rotts. 
June 29.—Foard v. Watkins. 


In January, 1868, the defendant, Mr. Alexander Wat- 
kins, was desirous of selling a brickfield, plant, and ma- 
chinery, and he employed the defendant, Mr. Robert Cory 
Hanrott, a solicitor, to assist him in finding a purchaser. 
Hanrott found a Mr. Elwes, who agreed to become the 
purchaser at the price of £2,000 cash, and £2,000 to be 
secured on equitable mortgage by deposit of the deeds. On 
the 18th of January Mr. Watkins signed a memorandum 
whereby he agreed to pay Mr. Hanrott £800 for his trouble, 
and charged the £2,000, to be secured by the equitable 
mortgage, with the payment of that sum. Shortly afterwards 
Mr. Hanrott borrowed of the plaintiff, through his solicitors, 
£275 on the security of the above-mentioned memorandum. 
In April, 1868, Mr. Elwes wished to escape from his con- 
tract to purchase the brickfield, and after some negotiations 
it was arranged between Mr. Elwes and Mr. Watkins that 
the contract should be at an end, and that Mr. Elwes should 
pay £750 “smart money,” with £105 to Mr. Hanrott for 
the costs of investigating the title. Out of this £105 Mr. 
Watkins was to receive £50, thus making up £800. Mr. 
Elwes paid this money accordingly, and the contract was 
rescinded. 

The suit was instituted by Mr. Foard, to raise the £275 
for which he claimed to have a charge upon the £800 com- 
mission money, and the question was whether Mr. Wat- 
kins’s contract to pay £800 to Mr. Hanrott remained in 
force, or whether it was gone by reason of the annulling 
of the contract for sale of the brickfield. 


Southgate, Q.C., and E. Romilly, for the plaintiff. Sir 
R. Baggallay, Q.C., Jessel, Q.C., Bedwell, Herbert Smith, and 
Pace, tor the defendants. 


Lord Romitiy, M.R. was of opinion that the contract to 
sell to Mr. Elwes was a bond fide contract, and that the 
release of it did not exonerate Mr. Watkins from the 
engagement entered into with Mr. Hanrott. Indeed, the 
contract, so far as it went, was substantially performed ; 
and Mr. Watkins, therefore, was bound to complete his en- 
gagement with Mr. Hanrott. It had been argued that 
contracts of this nature were bad when entered into between 
a solicitor and his client, but in his Lordship’s opinion the 
relationship of solicitor and client did not subsist between 
Mr. Hanrott and Mr. Watkins, and even ifit did, a contract 
bya man with his solicitor to give him 5 per cent. on the pur- 
chase-money or a sum down, provided he found him a pur- 
chaser at a certain price, was a perfectly legal and valid con- 
tract. Such a species of arrangement might, in his Lordship’s 
opinion, be made with a solicitor as well as with any other 
person. With regard to the construction of the contract with 
Mr. Hanrott,which was deposited with the plaintiff by way of 
mortgage, his Lordship said that it would clearly have been 
a charge on the land, supposing the contract of sale had not 
been cancelled. It was a mortgage of a charge upon a sum 
secured by an equitable mortgage. ‘The contract to sell to 
Mr. Elwes was not annulled until after notice of the plain- 
tiff’s charge was given to Mr, Watkins, and Mr. Watkins 
and Mr. Elwes could not by annulling their contract alter 
the character of the charge given to Mr. Hanrott after such 
notice. ‘That charge was a charge on the brickfield, whe- 
ther Mr. Watkins or Mr. Elwes were the owner, and, this 
being so, the plaintiff was entitled to stand in Mr. Hanrott’s 
shoes, and receive the benefit of his charge to the extent of 
his, the plaintiff's, security. 








COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(At Nisi Prius, before the Lorp Curer Justice and a 
Special Jury.) 
June 26.—Collette v. Bruce. 

This was an action by Mr. C. H. Collette, a solicitor, 
complaining that he had been libelled in a report of 
the proceedings in Daw v. Eley, Ex parte Collette,* 
which report had been written by the defendant, a 
barrister, and published in the Times of the 11th of Decem- 
ber. It will be remembered that in the case in question the 
Master of the Rolls made an order to commit Mr. Collette, 
who was solicitor for the defendants, for contempt of court, 
in having written certain letters to the Volunteer Service 
Gazette, relating to the plaintiff's patent, which was the 
subject-matter of the suit. The drawing-up of the order 
was suspended for a fortnight, to give Mr. Collette an op- 
portunity of apologising. 

Mr. Collette now complained that he had been accused 
of misrepresenting the facts of a case which had not been 
heard, for the purpose of misleading the public, and that the 
report in the Times of what Mr. Jessel had said was not 
correct. 

It appeared that the regular reporter for the Times in 
the Rolls Court had asked Mr. Bruce to take his place. 
Mr. Bruce in turn had been compelled to transfer the duty 
to another gentleman, who in his own turn handed the task to 
a third, being himself engaged in another court.; The latter 
gentleman wrote the report complained of. 

The report in question, after shortly stating the facts, 
proceeded :— 

“Mr. Jessel, who, with Mr. Roberts, appeared in 
support of the motion, said the letters in question 
were written for the purpdse of depreciating the 
character of the plaintiffs’ patent for copper car- 
tridges. Why did not Mr. Collette write those letters 
in his own name, and inform the public that he was the 
solicitor of the defendants? Mr. Collette understood what 
he was about ; he was too zealous for his ¢lients to let the 
public know that the writer of these letters was the solicitor 
of the defendants. What the plaintiffs complained of was 
that Mr. Collette had written letters anonymously, contain- 
ing misrepresentations for the purpose of misleading the 
public with reference to the plaintiffs’ patent. It wasa 
contempt of court to make fair comments on a case which 
was awaiting decision. How gross a contempt of court, 
then, was it for a solicitor of one of the parties of all 
persons in the world to write anonymous letters to a 
newspaper which misrepresented the facts of a case which 
had not yet been heard! Lord Hardwicke laid down the 
rule (and in the recent case againt the Pali Mall Gazette 
for having commented on the case of Tichbourne v. Mostyn 
Vice-Chaneellor Wood said he was determined to adhere 
to that rule), that any attempt to prejudice mankind 
against the merits of a case before it was heard was a con- 
tempt of court. Mr. Collette wrote these letters not only 
with an assumed name, but with an assumed motive,— 
namely, the pretence that for the interests of the public he 
wished to depreciate the character of the plaintiff's car- 
tridges. His conduct was wholly unjustifiable, and th: Court 
should make him apologize and pay the costs of this mo- 
tion.” 

O’Brien, Serjt. (Keane, Q.C., with him), Maciamara, and 
Geary, were for the plaintiff; Huddleston, Q.C., and Thesiger, 
for the defendant. 

Mr. Collette was called, and stated that Mr. Jessel made 
some very severe remarks upon him, but (speaking from his 
impression of what passed) never imputed to him that he 
had falsified documents, or charged him with doing what 
was untrue or false. The next morning he saw the report 
and called on Mr. Jessel and showed it to him. 

Huddleston, Q.C., objected to Mr, Collette stating what 
Mr. Jessel had said. 

The Lorp Cuier Justice.— How often are the most 
severe things said by counsel, and afterwards, when the 
case is settled, all acrimonious feelings have passed, and 
then he says something civil. 

Unltimately on the suggestion of the Lord Chief Justice 
a juror was withdrawn, the plaintiff undertaking to pay the 
defendant's taxed costs. 

Huddleston, Q.C., after repeating the circumstances under 
which Mr. Bruce became defendant, said that his conduct 
in taking on himself the responsibility was that of a gentle- 


ee 





*17 W. R. 245. 
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man andeven chivalrous. It was, however, but just to Mr. 
Collette to say that the report did not, and never was 
intended to, impute to him that his conduct was false or un- 
true. Mr. Jessel had complained that Mr. Collette had said 
that the invention was no novelty, was of no utility, and 
was not safe, and this Mr. Jessel called poisoning the mind 
of the public, but that did not mean that Mr. Collette had 
wilfully misrepresented facts. He had only adopted his own 
clients’ allegations and views, and in that way only had he 
poisoned the minds of the public. 

The Lorp Curer Justice said this termination of the 
cause was avery proper one, and after this trial no one would 
think that Mr. Collette could be guilty of wilful falsifica- 
tion. 

Solicitors for the plaintiff, Chapman, Clarke, § Turner. 


POLICE COURTS. 
MarLBOROUGH-STREET. 
(Before Mr. Tyrwunrt.) 

June 28.—Thomas Hawkins, tobacconist, of Oxford- 
street, was charged with keeping and using his house as a 
betting-house, contrary to the 16 & 17 Vict. c.119. The 
evidence was to the effect that the police went to the de- 
fendant’s house, asked the price of horses, and having 
offered to make bets, were told to go outside the shop, and 
on doing so they made bets and gave money to the defen- 
dant. They also made bets in the shop, and received at 
the shop money which they kal won by betting. 

Mr. Beard appeared for the defence. 

Mr. Tyrwurrr said the Betting-houses Act, 16 & 17 
Vict. c. 119, was passed in 1853. After a long abeyance 
recent events appear to have revived its action. 
That its enactments may be put in force against the class fo 
smaller offenders was shown by this prosecution, but 
little more could be said for the instituting it. The 
Legislature seemed to have contemplated establishments 
were, as a matter of regular money-hunting trade or busi- 
ness, betting was carried on systematically in the ways 
desciibed in the Act, and had accordingly attached corres- 
ponding penalties of large amount. Thus, in many of the 
cases where magistrates in the north had convicted under 
this Act, regular betting-house tackle had been produced in 
evidence, such as a business-like array of account or betting 
books, with receipts or documents in the nature of 
“assurances to pay or give hereafter money, &c., on 
an event relating to a horse race.” Now, in this case 
the close search of the whole premises produced only 
club subscription cards, telegraph messages, and memoranda 
relating to them, with one solitary card headed “ New- 
market Craven Meeting.” They should not exclude that 
evidence when they came to consider that of the detectives 
who Lought cigars from the defendant and afterwards offered 
to bet, leading him on to take those bets, at first elsewhere 
and on «a later day one or two in the shop itself. He 
did not say that a cigar shop or any other shop might not 
be brought within the Act if the surrounding circumstances 
showcd distinctly that the trade was only a blind for the 
real Lusiness of the place, if that real business was the 
“using’’ that shop for the purpose of the occupier betting 
with persons resorting there for that object. But there was 
not in the case sufficient evidence to show that any such 
colcurable keeping of the shop existed; and, on the whole, 
he thought there was not. Putting an end to betting pure 
and simple had not, he apprehended, been attempted by 
this Act, nor did it seem to have contemplated a bet with a 
person who bought cigars in a shop, and by thus making 
the shopkeeper’s acquaintance induced him to bet; but was 
intended to repress the mercenary pursuit of gain on a busi- 
ness scale by “ opening places as betting-houses or offices in 
the way of gaming-houses” (the words in the preamble). 
However, if acts of betting were continued in any part of 
the dcfendant’s premises, they would afford strong evidence 
of the place being used in an illegal way. He therefore 
cautioned the defendant as to his future conduct, but dis- 
missed the charge. He had arrived at this conclusion after 
some doubt, but, without affecting to lay down anything 
out of this case, it was enough to say that it did not appear 
to him'to be one which were he to convict his decision 
would be confirmed on appeal to the sessions. 








Mr. J. FitzStephen, Q.C., is to suceced Mr. H. S. Maine, 
LL.D., 8 member of the Legislative Council of India. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Tue Erection Commisstoners.—The following appoint- 
ments have been made :— 

Bridgwater—Edwin Plumer Price, Esq., Q.C., Thomas. 
Chisholm Anstey, Esq., and Charles Kiward Coleridge, 


sq. 

Beverley—Serjeant Michael O'Brien, Esq., Thomas Irwin 
Barstow, Esq., and Homersham Cox, Esq, 

Cashel—George Waters, Esq., Q.C., Constantine Molloy, 
Esq., and William Griffin, Esq. 

Sligo—Denis Caulfield Heron, Esq., Q.C., John Alex- 
ander Byrne, Esq., and William R. Bruce, Esq. 

Norwich—George Morley Dowdeswell, Esq., QC, 
Horatio Mansfield, Esq., and Robert John Biron. 


Mr. Dayip Ricu4rp Picor, of the Irish Bar, Chairman 
of Quarter Sessions of the West Riding of the county of 
Cork, has been appointed Master of the Irish Court of 
Exchequer, in succession to Mr. J. C. Lowry, deceased. 
The salary of the office is £1,200 a-year. Mr. Pigot is the 
son of the Right Hon. D. R. Pigot, Lord Chief Baron of the 
Court of Exchequer in Ireland,. and was called to the Irish 
Bar in Trinity Term, 1846. In 1864 he was appointed 
Chairman of the West Riding of Cork, which becomes vacant 
by his appointment to the Court of Exchequer. 


The Hon. James O’Brien, Justice of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench in Ireland, has been appointed a Commis- 
sioner of the Board of Charitable Donations and Bequests in 
Ireland. Mr. Justice O'Brien is the fourth son of James 
O’Brien, Esq,, of Limerick, and was born in 1806. He was 
called to the Bar in Ireland in Easter Term, 1830, and was 
created a Queen's Counsel in 1841, and a Serjeant-at-Law 
in 1848. In the following year he became a bencher of 
the Hon. Society of King’s-inns, Dublin, and sat as M.P. 
for Limerick from 1854 to 1858, when he was raised to the 
Bench. 


Mr. Joseru Soames, solicitor, of Petersfield, Hants, has 


: been appointed Clerk to the Petersfield Board of Guardians, 


in the room of Mr. W. Albery, who had held the office for 
thirty-five years, and has been compelled to resign through 
the increasing infirmities of age. Mr. Soames-was certificated 
in Hilary Term, 1864, and also holds the office of Registrar 
of the County Court at Petersfield. 

Mr. Ristry V. Heary, solicitor to the Government of 
Bombay, has been appointed to act as Registrar of the 
diocese, vice Mr. Peile, who resigns. 

Mr. Epwin Beprorp (Curtis & Bedford), solicitor, of 
Haberdashers’ Hall, city, has been appointed a London 
commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery. Mr. Bedford 
is Clerk and Solicitor to the Tallow Chandlers’ Company, and 
was certificated in Michaelmas Term 1853. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


CriinaL Law AMENDMENT ASSOCIATION. 


Sir,—Happening to be away from London on the business 
of this association at the time when, in the ordinary course, 
I should have glanced over your columns of the 12th inst., 
I did not observe your article of that date on the circular 
issued by the committee until, on my return, my attention 
was called to the same by aclerk in the office; and, with 
this explanation of my not having given you an earlier 
reply, I venture to hope that you may now afford me an 
opportunity of supplying the information which your article 
requires, and of removing any misapprehension on the part 
either of yourself or any of your readers as to the real ob- 
jects of the committee. You state that the present system 
of appeal to the Home Secretary is eminently unsatisfactory, 
and that a better method of investigating, after verdict, 
cases in which a doubt can be suggested, might well be de- 
vised ; but you deprecate the idea of a universal right of 
appeal, if such be the intention of the committee. 

The unanimous opinion of the committee on this point is 
that there should be a right of moving for a new trial in 
criminal cases equal to that existing in the superior courts 
of common law. The right to move should be unrestricted, 
but, as in common law, rule would be granted in those cases 
only where cause could be shown. Your objection to this 
seems to be grounded on the supposition that in every in- 
stance of a conviction, where means admitted, there would 
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be an appeal. I myself have no such fear. Possibly, many 

undless applications might be made, especially in the 
earlier days ot the new court; but, obviously, these would 
fail to be entertained, and, in all probability, would soon 
cease to be made; and the little time which might be 
wasted in the hearing of frivolous applications would, I 
submit, be more than counterbalanced by the redress which 
would be afforded in those instances where a miscarriage 
of justice had actually taken place. 

You state that the number of unjust convictions is re- 
markably small, as may be shown by the statements of men 
of large experience; scarcely any of whom, you add, can 
give an instance. Here we differ from you. Taking the 
committee of this association (four of whom are criminal 
judges) altogether, it may be submitted that they are fair 
authorities; and there is not one of them who could not 
give case after case of men who have been convicted upon 
evidence which, to say the least, was fairly open to doubt. 
Some of them can go further, and detail instances of con- 
victions taking place in opposition to overwhelming evi- 
dence of the person's innocence, and others could furnish 
instances of convictions which could not have taken place 
had evidence of facts which have subsequently come to 
their own knowledge been offered at the trial. 

You object to the inference contained in the circular that 
many innocent persons may now be pining in prison; but 
once admitting—-and few will deny it—that justice does 
sometimes miscarry in the criminal courts, the question 
comes—where are the victims of these miscarriages ? 
Answer— Unless they have been pardoned or their sen- 
tences commuted,—In prison now. 
reason, that if there is to be a general appeal, those against 
acquittals must be heard as well as those against convic- 
tions. It would seem that without this the powers of the 
new court would be incomplete; while care would require 
to be taken to guard against malicious persecution at the 
same time where it might appear that justice had been out- 
raged by the escape of a rutlian, it is only fair that the 
right of appeal conceded to one side should also be enjoyed 
by the other. I confess I am unable to share your opinion 
that under the appeal system the stiictness of proof now re- 
quired would inevitably cease to be essential. One inclines 
to think that a criminal judge would be more likely than 
otherwise to insist on accuracy, and to deliver himself, if pos- 
sible, with greater care and impartiality were it known to 
him that his ruling and direction were liable at any time 
to become the subject of investigation ; and, if wrong, of 
correction in another court. 

The marvel is to me, how we could have existed so long 
without acriminal appeal court. The fact is, that those 
who suffer from the grievance have not the power to remedy 
it. In 1844 the present Lord Chief Baron stated that he 
regarded the absence of a court of appeal as an intolerable 
evil which he wondered could have continued so long in 
this country; he could only account for it by the fact that 
our legislators were not themselves of the class who, for the 
most part, were liable to criminal prosecutions. 

Depend upon it, sir, that the efforts of the committee of 
this association will ere long be crowned with success. The 
petition from the legal profession, which has already been 
signed by several hundred members, is swelling every day, 
and will, when complete, be presented to Parliament as a 
powerful protest on the part of a body of men competent to 
express themselves on the subject which they have in hand, 
against an existing evil, and praying for a remedy; such a 
petition as perhaps has never before been presented to the 
House of Commons, and will assuredly command respect. 
To this, I think, I may venture to edd that a bill will be 
introduced next session; and, when the day does come 
which sees the establishment of a court of appeal for 
criminal cases, speaking with no desire to create sensation, 
but from knowledge earefully acquired in the discharge of 
the duties of my office, and from the careful investigation of 
cases, the details of which have been furnished to me by 
gentlemen of the highest respectability in the profession, I 
will undertake +o say that there will in that court be made 
such disclosures of injustice done to innocent persons as 
will horrify and astonish the English mind. 

I call attention to the circular on which you have com- 
mented, and which will be advertised in your columns on 
the day when this letter will appear. 

W. B. Banyarp, Secretary. 

Criminal Law Amendment Association, 

Great Winchester-strect-buildings, June 30. 





nlHE SiTe For THE New Law Courts. 


Sir,—I have read the observations in your impression of 
the 26th ult., upon what transpired at the deputation 
of solicitors who waited upon the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer last week. 

Tobserve that you very properly remark upon the sup- 
posed circumstance that the deputation went so far as to 
impute that the advocacy of the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society in favour of the Carey-street site was due to 
“interested motives,” 

I fear that this reflection has been provoked by the report 
which you print in another portion of your journal, of some 
observations alleged to have fallen from me. : 

I shall be glad if you will allow me this opportunity of 
repudiating this report of the proceedings copied from the 
public journals of the day, and of stating that in no observa- 
tions which fell from me did I ever call in question the 
motives of the Council. 

I did not think it necessary to correct the reports of the 
proceedings which appeared in the newspapers, but I should 
be very sorry to leave any members of the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society under the impression that I could 
be capable directly or indirectly of calling in question their 


| Motives, or attributing to them any personal or pecuniary 


You urge, and with | 


interest in their advocacy of the Carey-street site. : 
I forward a report of what passed, and I hope you will 
think it an act of justice towards myself and those members 
of the deputation who attended the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, that they should have their views correctly re- 
presented in your journal. H. VaLLance. 
20, Essex-street, Strand, July 1. ff 
[We inserted the best report we could obtain, desiring, as 


; a watter of course, to give fair. play to those whose opinions 


differ from our own, and for the same reason we comply 
with Mr. Vallance’s request by printing, in another column, 


| his report of the speeches delivered by the deputation of 
; which he was a member.—Eb. 8. J.] 








Morteace—Svnsequent JUDGMENT AGAINST MortTGAGoR 
Sir,—I am obliged to your correspondent “ Pax” for his 
letter on this subject. ; 
I have, in starting the question, had due regard to the 
Judgments Act, 1864, and do not consider the matter quite 


so clear as “ Pax” seems to do. s 

I take it as well settled that an equity of redemption can- 
not be reached by an execution, and surely therefore it 
cannot be contended that it would be necessary to go through 
the barren form of issuing an elegit which could not be 
made availa)le ? : ’ 

Would not the judgment affect the land in question by 
virtue of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110? C. E. 


{It is settled that a judgment-creditor cannot have exe- 
cution, by elegit, of an equity of redemption, but he may 
file his bill to get what he can out of the difference between 
the mortgage money and the value of the land; and Vice- 
Chancellor Wood, in Re Cowbridge Railway Company, 16 
W. R. 506, said that though no judgment-creditor who has 
not had the lands delivered to him in execution can petition 
under section 4 of the Act of 1864 for a sale, the word 
“affect” in section 1 is not to be regarded as taking away 
his right to file a bill. In Thornton v. Finch, + Gilt. 519, 
the earliest case under the Act, the judgment-creditor ob- 
tained by bill an injunction restraining the mortgagee, who 
was about to sell, from paying the balance of money realised, 
after satisfying his own mortgage, to the mortgagor. But 
note that in this case the judgment-creditor had sued ouf 
his eegit (though, of course, this was what “ C. E.” calls a 
“ barren form”), and it would appear from the language of 
Wood, V.C., in the case above referred to, citing Turner, 
V.C., in Smith v. Hurst, 10 Hare, 30, that the Court will 
not give the judgment-creditor any relief except on the cons 
dition of his going through this “ barren form.” ‘The Master 
of the Rolls, in Widdred vy. Austin, 17 W. KR. 638, where 
judgment-creditors who had not issued execution had been 
made parties to a foreclosure suit, allowed the judgment- 
creditors six months to redeem, provided they should, 
before the end of that time, have obtained return from 
the sheriff. If they did that, then the mortgagee was to 
have three months more to redeem. If the judgment-credi« 
tor has the right accorded to him in Thornton v. Giffard, 
the necessity of making him a party to a foreclosure suit is 
obvious. Vice-Chancellor Malins, however, in Re Bdiley’s 
Trusts, 17 W. R. 393, announced that he held the exactly 
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opposite opinion. The balance of authority is decidedly 
against Vice-Chancellor Malins. 

It seems to us that C., in the query (ate 680), would be 
safe in completing. The judgment-creditor might, after 
suing out his elegit, file a bill to restrain him from paying the 
balance of purchase-money to the vendor, but we do not see 
how he could, after such balance had been paid to the 
vendor before bill filed, call the purchaser to account for so 
paying.—Epb. S. J.] 


Tue Banxrvuptcy Br. 

Sir,—I avail myself of your columns to draw public 
attention generally, and that of the legal profession in par- 
ticular, to the new mode of drawing Acts of Parliament by 
subdividing the sections, and so entailing the necessity in 
future of not only quoting year, chapter, and section of an 
Act of Parliament, but clause or sub-section also, to the 
great chance of misquotation, not only in court, but in all 
reports and text-books. 

The above-mentioned bill is a leading example of what I 
mean. The drawers of it, for the supposed credit of com- 
pressing the English bankruptcy law into a statute of only 
130 sections long, have subdivided some of the sections , so 
that really the statute will be honestly 230 sections long or 
so. The following are examples :— 

Section 14 is sub-divided into 6 clauses. 
15 - 8 


* 9 
” 9 
18 
14 
Thus 6 sections equals 64 clauses. 

And in the Abolishment of Imprisonment Bill, of pro- 

Sessedly 24 sections-— 
Section 4 is sub-divided into 6 clauses. 
” 10 ” 16, 
12 c 4 
3 equalling 26 clauses. 

This, too, is totally independent of a far more trouble- 
some vice—viz., that of sub-dividing sections without any 
enumeration at all, of which section 122 in the Bank- 
ruptcy Bill, which is sub-divided into eight clauses, without 
any consecutive numbers at all, is an example. 

If this new style is to be introduced it will in future be ne- 
cessary to quote the Bankruptcy Act as “ Stat. 32 & 33 Vict. 
c. —, s. 81, clause 17,” adding, as before observed, to the 
great risk of mistake in court, reports, and references in 
books and papers. 

The prompt and energetic intervention of the Incor- 
porated Law Society and of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association, whilst the bill is in the House of Lords, 
may yet get this matter amended. 


Bristol, July 1. Joun Mitier. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
June 25.—The Religious, Educational, §c., Societies Incor- 
poration Bill (by Lord Romilly) was withdrawn. 


June 28.—The Bankruptcy Bill was read a first time. 
The Endowed Schools Bill was read a second time. 


June 29.—The Trish Church Bill was considered in com- 
mittee. 

July 1.—The Irish Church Bill was considered in com- 
mittee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

June 25.—The Election Inquiry Commissioners.—In reply 
to Sir J. Elphinstone, the Attorney-General said it was im- 
probable that the commissions could report before the Long 
Vacation, or that legislation could follow this session. 

The Bankruptey Bill—Report of amendments.—Mr. G. 
Gregory obtained the addition of the following new clause, 
to follow clause 29:—‘‘ Every person with whom the bank- 
rupt hus, before the filing of the petition for adjudication, 
contracted a debt, and every person to whom the bankrupt 
has before that time become liable in respect of a demand, 
may, notwithstanding any prior act of bankruptcy, prove the 
amount of such debt or demand, provided he had not, at the 





time when the debt was contracted or the liability was in- 
curred, notice of the act of bankruptcy on which the order 
of adjudication was made.” 

Clause 6.—Mr. Muntz said the old law obliged creditors 
to give a man twenty-one days’ notice before making him 
bankrupt; the present bill reduced the notice to seven days, 
which men of commercial experience would clearly see was 
insufficient. Every one remembered “ Black Friday,” when 
Overends closed their doors with numbers of securities in 
their possession, and in some cases it would have been im- 
possible for the richest, debarred from getting possession of 
these securities, to avert bankruptcy with only seven days 
in which to turn round and take up tke bills coming due, 
He would be willing to accept fourteen days by way 
of compromise, and therefore moved in page 2, line 
88, to leave out “seven,’’ in order to insert “ fourteen.”"— 
The Attorney-General said that besides the seven days’ 
notice a further time was given. A man could never be 
made a bankrupt except on his not paying, or giving se- 
curity, or disputing the debt. It was most important that 
proceedings in bankruptcy should be prompt.—On a 
division the amendment was rejected by a majority of 80 
to 32. 

Clause 89.—Mr. Morley obtained the insertion of words 
making void a post-nuptial settlement as against the trustee 
appointed under the Act, where the settlor was insolvent at 
the time of making the settlement. 

The |[Jmprisonment for Debt Bill—Adjourned committee. 

Clause 5.—Mr. M’Mahon moved to add words prohibiting 
county court judges from sending debtors to prison in re- 
spect of asum not exceeding twenty shillings exclusive of , 
costs. By a return of the persons committed to Stafford 
Gaol by the county court judges between April, 1857, and 
April, 1859, they were 1,207 in number, and their main- 
tenance cost the county 7s. per week for each prisoner, 
amounting in the aggregate to £1,412. Of these 1,207 
prisoners 50 were committed for debts under 10s., 255 for 
debts under £1, and 326 for debts under £2; 140 of them 
had been committed at the instance of a tallyman, of 
which number 25 owed less than 10s., 59 less than £1, 44 
less thar £2, and 12 less than £3. The cost to the county 
in respect to these 140 prisoners was £136; and the same 
tallyman, he might remark, had got 63 county court debtors 
committed to gaol in Worcestershire in the course of the 
same two years. It was obviously unfair to throw upon the 
ratepayers the expense of maintaining prisoners of this 
class. It might, perhaps, be urged that the working men 
themselves were in favour of imprisonment for very small 
debts; but if this were so they must surely have some ul- 
terior object in view, and, indeed, he had been informed that 
the power ofimprisonment for small debts aided very mate- 
rially in supporting strikes.--'The Attorney-General opposed 
the amendment, which, on division, was rejected by a 
majority of 177 to 29. 

Clauses 6—9 were agreed to. 

Clause 10 (punishment of fraudulent debtors) received 
from Mr. Anderson and Mr. M’Mahon an amendment in- 
tended to relieve the debtor of the onus of proving his inno- 
cence, by substituting “the jury is satisfied” for ‘he 
proves.” 

Clause 11 was agreed to. ; 

Clause 12 (punishment for fraudulently obtaining credit) 
—Sub-section 2 was struck out, and an amendment by Mr. 
Baines, aimed at accommodation bills, having been nega- 
tived, the clause was agreed to. 

Clause 13 was agreed to with slight amendments. 

Clause 14 (prosecution) received from Mr. Morley an amend- 
ment authorising prosecution where “ the Court is satisfied 
upon the representation of any creditor or inspector that 
there is ground to believe that the bankrupt has been guilty 
of any offence under this Act . . if it appears to 
the Court that there is a reasonable probability that the 
bankrupt may be convicted.” 

Ciauses 15—17 were agreed to. 

Clause 18 (Concurrent jurisdiction to Quarter Sessions) 
and clauses 19—24 were agreed to. 

The following new clauses were inserted :— 

A new clause after clause 9 defining the meaning of the 
word “ prescribed.”’ (By the Attorney-General.) 

The following clause to be inserted after clause 13 :— 
“Where a debtor makes any arrangement or composition 
with his creditors under the provisions of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1869, he shall, after the provisions of the deed have 
been executed, remain liable for the unpaid balance of any 





725 





july 3, 1869. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





debt which he incurred or increased, or whereof before the 
date of the arrangement or composition he obtained for- 
bearance by any fraud, provided the defrauded creditor has 
not assented to the arrangement or composition otherwise 
than by proving his debt and accepting dividends.” (By 
Mr. Morley.) 

The following clauses to be inserted after clause 18 :— 
“The provisions of the Act of the 6th year of Will. 4, c. 
76, for the regulation of municipal corporations, sections 
52 and 53, as to the disqualification of mayors, aldermen, 
and town councillors having been declared bankrupt, or 
having compounded by deed with their creditors, shall ex- 
tend to every arrangement or composition by a mayor, 
alderman or town councillor with his creditors under the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, whether the same is made by deed 
or otherwise.” ‘If any person being assigned by her 
Majesty’s Commission to act as a justice of the peace is ad- } 
judged bankrupt, or makes any arrangement or composition 
with his creditors under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, he shall 
be and remain incapable of acting as a justice of the peace 
until he has been newly assigned by her Majesty in that 
behalf."" (By Mr. Morley.) 

And the following clause (by Mr. Baines):—* In addition 
to the particulars required by the 7th section of the Act 
29 & 30 Vict. c. 96, intituled‘ An Act to amend the Bills 
of Sale Act, 1854,’ there shall be entered in the book 
thereby directec to be kept the residence and occupa- 
tion of the person or persons to whom or in whose favour 
every bill of sale shall be given, and the sum for which the 
same shall be given.” 

The preamble was then agreed to, andthe bill, as amended, 
ordered to be reported. 

The Lvsolvent Debtors and Bankruptey Repeal Bill.—This 
bill was committed pro formd to be reprinted with amend- 
ments. 

The Courts of Justice Salaries and Funds Bill was read a 
second time. 

The Fines and Fees Bill was read a third time and passed. 

June 28.—The Bankruptey Bill was read a third time 
and passed. 

The Special Bails Bill passed through committee. 

The Joint-Stock Companies Arrangements Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 


| Rachael case was entirely different. 





The New Law Courts Site Bill—On the motion of 
Mr. Gladstone the following select committee was appointed: 
—The Chancellor of the Exchequer, Lord Stanley, Mr. | 
Layard, Lord J. Manners, Mr. Cowper, Mr. Hunt, Lord | 
Grosvenor, Mr. Mowbray, Mr. Gregory, Mr. Hope, Mr. Tite, 
Mr. Bentinck, Viscount Enfield, Mr. Goldney, Mr. Torrens, 
Mr. Russell Gurney, and Mr. O. Morgan. 

June 29.—The Jmprisonment for Debt Bill.—Considera- 
tion as amended.—The Attorney-General added the follow- 
ing clauses after clavtse 17 :— 

* Every misdemeanour under the second part of this Act 
shall be deemed to be an offence within and subject to the 
provisions of the Act of the Session of the 22nd and 23rd 
years ot the reign of her present Majesiy, cap. 17, intituled | 
‘An Act to Prevent Vexatious Indictments for certain | 
Misdemeanours,’ and when any person is charged with any 
such offence before any justice or justices, such justice or 
justices shall take into consideration any evidence adduced 
before him or them tending to show that the act charged | 
was not committed with a guilty intent.” | 

“If uny justice of the peace is adjudged bankrupt, or | 
makes any arrangement or composition with his creditors 
under the Bankruptey Act of 1869, he shall be and remain 
peverble of acting as justice of the peace for a period of 

ve years.” 

Clause 6.—A proposal by Serjeant Simon, to expunge the 
amendinent made on June 22, as to proof of default, was 
negatived. 

An amendment by Mr. Stapleton, to throw on the com- 
mitting creditor the costs of committal and maintenance in 
prison, was negatived. 

Claus» 28 was struck out, as «/tva the scope of the bill. 

The University Tests Bill was considered in committee. 

Salaries of County Court Judges.—Mr. Hibbert moved 
“that having regard te the Admiralty Act of last session, 
by virtue of which an entirely new jurisdiction has been 
conferred upon certain county courts, and to the Bank- 
tuptcy Bill, under which the district county courts will 
take the place and perform the functions of the district 
Bankruptcy Courts, and with a view to secure efficiency in 
the office of county court judge, in the opinion of this | 








House it is expedient that the judges upon whom the new 
duties and responsibilities may be imposed should receive 
an additional remuneration of £300 a year.” 

Mr. Cross seconded the motion. 

Mr. Ayrton said £1,500 a-year was quite enough, and 
apse twice as muchas they had earned at the bar. He 

id not believe in any graduated scale of “ elevation ’’ which 
could be measured by remuneration. Some of the work 
had been thrown on the registrars. If more was to be spent 
on the county courts, the worst use of it would be to in- 
crease the salaries of the judges, and a much better plan 
would be to increase the number of the judges where the 
judicial work rendered an increase necessary. The returns 
showed that they did not give up to the service of the 
country all the time that the country was entitled to expect 
from them. 

The motion was negatived by a majority of 102 to 56. 

The Debts of Deceased Persons Bill passed through com- 
mittee. 

The Stipendiary Magistrates Deputies Bill was read a second 
time. 

Abandonment of Railways and Dissolution of Railway 
Companies.—A bill by Mr. Shaw Lefevre was read a first 
time. 

The Overend, Gurney, § Co. Prosecution.—In reply to 
Mr. Eykyn, Mr. Bruce said the Government adhered to 
their resolve of not undertaking the prosecution. The 
Cabinet were of opinion that there was nothing in the cir- 
cumstances of this case to distinguish it from ordinary 
cases of fraud, where the prosecution must be conducted by 
the sufferers themselves. The only precedent was that of 
the Royal British Bank, the prosecution of which was 
undertaken at the cost of the Government, and that was 
regarded not so much as a precedent to be followed as an 
example to be avoided. Still less could the Government 
undertake to furnish a contribution towards a prosecution 
the conduct of which did not rest in their own hands. The 
The question at stake 
there was whether the judge of the Sheriff's Court, when 
sitting in a Criminal Court, had properly exercised his 
jurisdiction, and on the decision in that case rested the 
legality of many previous decisions, so that the matter was 
of great public interest. 

The County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Amendment Bill 
passed through committee. 

The Joint-Stock Companies Managements Bill and The 
Special Bails Bill were read a third time and passed. 

July 1.—The Dublin Freemen Disenfranchisement Bill ; 
the first reading, being opposed, was carried by a majority of 
239 to 136. 

The Overend & Gurney Prosecution.—In reply to Mr. 
Eykyn, the Attorney-General and Mr. Gladstone repeated 
that the Government would not alter their previous resolve. 

The Imprisonment for Debt Bill was read a third time and 
passed. 

The Valuation of Property Bill was withdrawn. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. CHARLES CORY. 

Mr. Charles Cory, solicitor, town clerk of the borough of 
Great Yarmouth, died at Lugano, in Switzerland, on the 
10th June, in the 57th year of his age. Mr. Cory had, 
early in March, left Yarmouth, with his wife and nieces, on 
a continental tour, and after visiting various parts of France 
and Italy, he settled at Lugano, where he was seized with 
illness, which ultimately resolved itself into an attack of 
gastric fever. He was the son of the late Mr. Robert Cory, 
solicitor, who formerly tilled the office of Mayor of Yar- 
mouth, and was the head of an old county family. He was 
certificated in Easter Term, 1839, and was elected town 
clerk of Yarmouth in 1851, in succession to Mr. John 
Clowes. To him Yarmouth is indebted for the great im- 
provements effected in that locality during the last few 
years ; among others may be mentioned, the application of 
the Board of Health Act, the formation and extension of the 
Marine Drive, and the construction of the Fish Wharf. The 
rent-roll of the corporation was also greatly increased, by 
the maintenance of its rights in respect to the market tolls ; 
and building operations have had a great impetus under his 
administration. Mr, Cory was also one of the Port and 
Haven Commissioners of Yarmouth, and his active ser- 
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vices in that capacity had been cordially recognized by his 
brother commissioners. For upwards of twenty years he 
resided at Burgh Castle, where he was instrumental in 
establishing parochial schools ; but for the last few years he 
lived at Hopton Hall, midway between Lowestoft and Yar- 
mouth. His loss is deeply deplored by all classes in the 
neighbourhood, and on receipt of news of his death, flags 
were hoisted half-mast high in the Town Hall, the public 
buildings, and the shipping. The Rev. Canon Nevill, in his 
sermon at the parish church on the following Sunday, point- 
edly referred to the late town clerk. His character, Mr. 
Nevill said, was a mixture of prudence and energy, with 
fixity of purpose and strength of will, united to a thorough 
desire to do his duty to his fellow-townsmen and to God, 
and this made his removal so great a loss to the town and 
to the Church. “J could wish,” said the reverend gentle- 
man, “ that some fitting memorial might serve to keep alive 
the recollection of a man who from width of view, and 
vigour of character, and desire to do right, approached so 
closely to real greatness.’”” The Town Council of Yarmouth, 
at their meeting last Monday, passed a resolution expressive 
of their deep sense of the loss sustained by Mr. Cory’s death, 
in which they observe :—‘“ From the time of his appoint- 
ment in 1851, Mr. Cory discharged all the duties of his office 
of town clerk with singular ability. The rights and privi- 
leges of this corporation were carefully watched and suc- 
cessfully defended by him, and our records bear complete 
testimony that during his period of office he conducted to 
corapletion many important works of public utility, which 
will confer a lasting benefit on the town. Both as a public 


deplored, and the Council are unanimous in their desire to 
pay this tribute to his worth.” 


MR. J. M. WINGFIELD. 
We have to announce the death of John Muxloe Wing- 


of the Rutland Sessions, and an active magistrate of that 
county in which Tickencote is situated. Mr. Wingfield 
was born in 1790, and had therefore nearly completed his 
eightieth year. He was educated at Harrow, and afterwards 
at St. John’s College, Cambridge, where he graduated B.A. 
in 1812. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple, in 
February, 1818, and served the office of Sheriff of Rutland 
in 1828. The deceased gentleman was descended, almost in 
a direct line, from a very ancient family, which in the time 
of the Conqueror held the castle of Wingfield, in Suffolk. 
Several of his ancestors represented Peterborough in Parlia- 
ment, and one of them married the sister of the famous 
Cecil, Lord Burghley. The Tickencote property came into 
possession of the family by the marriage of John Wingfield, 
M.P. for Grantham, in the reigns of James I. and Charles 
I., with Elizabeth Gresham, heiress of her mother, Margaret 
Lynne, relict of Robert Radclyffe, of Tickencote, 


MR. W. G. W. N. JENNINGS. 


Mr. William Grosvenor Whitehouse Nayler Jennings, 
Queen's Proctor, of Doctors’ Commons, was accidentally 
killed on the 23rd of June, while getting out of the train at 
Bickley. The deceased gentleman, who was certificated as 
an attorney in Trinity Term, 1850, was a son of Mr. Richard 
William Jennings, Proctor and Examiner of the High 
Court of Admiralty. 


SIR WILLIAM A’BECKETT. 

Sir William A’Beckett, formerly Chief Justice of the 
colony of Victoria, in Australia, died at his residence Church- 
road, Upper Norwood, on the 27th of June, after a long and 
severe illness, in this sixty-third year. He was the eldest 
son of William A’ Beckett, Esq., the descendant of an ancient 
Wiltshire family, and brother of the late Gilbert Abbott 
A’ Leckett, Esq. (well known as a London police magistrate, 
anil as the author of the “ Comio Blackstone”). He was 


born in London in 1806, and was educated at Westminster | 


School ; he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn, in June 


1529.* In 1841 he was appointed Solicitor-General of New | sibly be, which could only be reached by cabs. If the 


South Wales, and was promoted to a puisne-judgeship of 
the supreme sourt of that colony in 1844, being the odin 
judge of Port Phillip, then subordinate to New South 


* Sir William A’ Beckett's name is not to be found in recent 
editions of the Law List. 











Wales. {n 1852, on the erection of Victoria into a separate 
colony, Sir William A’ Beckett was appointed its first Chief 
Justice, and judge of the Admiralty Court at Melbourne 
On this occasion he received the honour of knighthood, and 
resigned his seat on the bench in 1857. _ In literature he is 
known as the editor of the ‘“‘ Universal Biography,” and the 
author of the greater part of “The Georgian Era,” 
Two of his sons are members of the local bar at Mel- 
bourne. 








THE SITE OF THE NEW LAW COURTS. 


We insert, at the request of Mr. H. Vallance (Vallance 
& Vallance), * the following report of the speeches delivered 
by the gentlemen who waited on the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer on the 18th ult., to express their views on this 
question :— 

The Right Hon. Viscount Bury, M.P., on introducing 
the deputation, stated that the names of the gentlemen 
comprisiag it, who were of all shades of political opinion, 
would show that the present deputation was no party move- 
ment, or representing any party, or personal interest; nor 
was it from one part of London, inasmuch as gentlemen 
from the East-end of London and the extreme legal West- 
end were here. The reason of this deputation coming was 


| because a deputation had waited upon the Chancellor of 


the Exchequer from the Law Institution, and thesegentlemen 
wished to intimate that though the Council of the Law In- 
stitution might have been represented, they did not repre- 
sent the legal profession entirely, as very great difference 


servant and as a private gentleman, his death is much to be ; °f opinion existed amongst the profession on the point ; and 
5 | though the Council might have expressed a strong opinion 
; in favour of the Carey-street site and against the Thames 


| Embankment site, yetthat wasnot by any meansthe universal 


opinion, and many entertained an opinion decidedly adverse 


; to the Carey-street site,and in favour of the Thames Embank- 
{ ment site. That could not be, in the instance of many 
field, Esq., barrister-at-law, of Tickencote, Hall, near | 
Stamford, Lincolnshire, who was for many years Chairman | 


gentlemen, a selfish opinion, inasmuch as they occupied 
offices upon the Thames Embankment site, and it would be 
very difficult for them to obtain offices elsewhere ; at any 
rate a very great inconvenience would ensue to them, and 
therefore their opinion carried with it great weight, as 
being an entirely unselfish one. He would not trespass on 
the time of the Chancellor of the Exchequer by saying 
more, because these gentlemen would very fully state the 
reasons which they had to urge, but he had taken the 
liberty of accompanying them in order to say that he was 
thoroughly in accord in opinion with them, that the Carey- 
street site did not offer those advantages which the deputa- 
tion that waited on the Chancellor the other day expressed 
in such strong terms. 

Mr. Robert Baxter (Messrs. Baxter, Rose, Norton, & Co.) 
stated that the deputation had waited upon the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, understanding that there had been a deputa- 
tion from members of both branches of the profession, and 
he might mention at the outset that a petition had been 
presented to the House with more than 7,000 signatures, 
among whom were 500 practising lawyers, 600 law clerks, 
126 architects, 55 surveyors, 187 engineers, 177 builders, 
188 artists, 886 of the mercantile classes, individuals of 
note, including the Duke of Buccleugh, the Dean of West- 
minster, Sir John Lefevre, and others, 1,663 and 2,840 
traders and artisans. The question he need not explain was 


! which of the two sites would be most publicly convenient. 
| The members of the profession present did not affect to deny 


that the Carey-street site would be very convenient to 


| those who dwelt within the law squares near to that site, as 
| being more contiguous to them than the Thames Mmbank- 


ment site would be; but what the deputation con- 
tended was that the Thames Embankment site would 
be more convenient to the public in general, as being 
much more accessible than the other site. The access 
to those courts was not only required for barristers and 


| solicitors, but was also required by jurymen, witnesses, and 
| the general public. It was obvious that a site lying on a 


trunk of communication like that of the Metropolitan Dis- 
trict Railway, must be very much more accessible from 
all parts of London than the site in Carey-street could pos- 


courts were erected on the Embankment, they would be 
more accessible by the railway going round all London, and 


| communicating with the great termini in London, ‘They 


would be immediately accessible by means of those termini 





* Vide correspondence, 
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from every part of London; therefore, the witnesses, the 
suitors, the jurymen, and other parties attending non-pro- 
fessionally would unquestionably be better accommodated 
by the Embankment site than by the site in Carey-street. 
With regard to cost he need not dwell upon that, because the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was much more conversant 
with the comparative cost of the two sites than the gentle- 
men present could be. But if this were the cheapest, he 
thought it was the most convenient and accessible to the 
public. Those who signed this petition said that they should 
prefer it, and he believed that every professional man in 
every part of London, other than in the immediate neigh- 
bourhood of the court, would also prefer it. It was not neces- 
sary to do more than refer to those facts, and to leave the 
matter in the hands of the Government, trusting that the 
Embankment site would be selected as being a cheaper 
one, and better adapted to the purpose for which it was 
wanted. 

Mr. Henry Vallance (Messrs. Vallance & Vallance) would 
mention that he was nearly the only member of the deputa- 
tion who resided on the property on which he hoped the 
law courts were about to be built, and thought that if any- 
body ought to oppose this question on personal grounds it 
would be himself, as it would turn his firm out of their offices, 
and put them to the greatest inconvenience : but apart from 
the individual question affecting his convenience, he had 
taken a much more comprehensive view of what was due to 
the public, as well as to the profession, and he ventured to 
think the matter had been discussed too much with regard 
to the interest of the profession alone ; he thought it ought 
to be discussed in a broader and more comprehensive sense. 
He drew attention tothe fact that the Courts of Chancery 
were courts which probably the public do not much fre- 
quent. T'ive of these courts were constantly sitting—three 
Vice Chancellors’, the Master of the Rolls’ Court, and the 
Lords Justices. These courts were attended principally by 


members of each branch of the profession, but the other | 


courts comprised four or five common law courts, for 


jury causes, the Admiralty Court, and Divorce Court, and | 


Courts sitting in Banco, to allof which the general public 
resorted in considerably greater proportion than they did to 


the Courts of Chancery; and he apprehended that, taking | 


the broader and more comprehensive view to which he had 
adverted, they ought to consider what was.the most to the 
interest of the public. It must be borne in mind that the 
public generally took great interest in the legal proceedings ; 
and special jurymen and witnesses were also compelled to be 
in attendance ; therefore, if the question of convenience of 
the public had to be considered, it was beyond all doubt that 
the decision would be in favour of the Embankment site. 
Now with regard to the accessibility, all the lawyers who 
live in the neighbourhood, and even within a reasonable 
distance of the court, had merely to consider how far it 
was from their offices to the courts; and as regards either 
site there would not be much difference so far as they were 
concerned ; but with regard to the public the question was 
different; they had come from their homes to the courts, 
and it became a question of—for them—readiness of access 
and facilities for returning home again. Therefore, with 
regard to the convenience of the public, he apprehended 
there could not be a doubt raised as to the importance and 
value of the Embankemnt site over the Carey-street site. 
‘The iucilities of transit would be by river, rail, and the 
Embankment highway for pedestrians, whereas, if the site 
were in Carey-street, every person who came by either river, 
rail, cr Embankmert, must cross the Strand cither through 
the tratlic, or go by a tunnel to get to the courts, and he 
therefore ventured to give his support in favour of the Em- 
bankment scheme. The broad ground was that the question 
ought not to be limited to the convenience of the profession, 
but ought to be equally considered with reference to the 
oi atlarge. It was well known that there was always a 
arge number of persons in Westminster Hall waiting for 
causes coming on. It was a kind of open promenade, 
where jurors and parties in causes and their solicitors met 
todiscuss matters relating to cases in the lists, or waited 
for their being called on. If the Carey-street site were 
adopted, the public would have to wait within a compara- 
tively closed area—the plans showed rooms for jurors and 
Witnesses, but these might be considered as a kind of dens, 
but they would not all waitin such places—they would like 
to be in a more open space, und all know that men would 
wait more contentedly in open spaces, or places having 
teady access to agreeable scenery. It was admitted that the 








Carey-street site was surrounded by the worst class of build- 
ings and of air in London, while on the Thames Em- 
bankment, instead of men remaining in close rooms or 
promenading the hall, they would find an open promenade 
with gardens in front, and the Temple-gardens immediately 
adjacent. But still more, it was every one’s experience 
that people would wait contentedly for hours together by 
a river or by the sea coast, where vessels are to be seen pass- 
ing to and fro, but with discontent where they have to 
parade up and down in ill-ventilated neighbourhoods 
where there is nothing to divert their attention from the 
business pressing on their minds. That is an additional 
reason why he ventured to say that so far as regarded the 
public they have the first right to be studied. Now, with 
regard to statistics, it might be assumed that the public 
would be represented by one hundred as against ten lawyers, 
seeing that in all the courts, except the Chancery Courts, the 
— take great interest, and thisjirrespective of the general 

ody of witnesses and jurymen. Therefore, great as the 
inconvenience might be to his firm if the Embankment site 
be selected, he gave his entire support to the scheme upon 
the ground that, not only for the profession generally, but 
for the public, it would be more convenient than the Carey 
street site. 

Mr. Freshfield (Messrs. Freshfields} said that in addition 
to his own firm he represented there Messrs. Dawes 
& Son, Messrs. Cotterill & Sons, and Messrs. Roy & 
Cartwright, who all had their offices in the heart of 
the City, and he could only say, in addition to what had 
been already said by Mr. baxter aud Mr. Vallance, they 
desired to express their views of the case very strongly 
that the Thames Embankment site would be of infinitely 
more advantage to them than any building on the Carey- 
street site could be. The access at the present moment 
from the City to the Carey-street site was along Ludgate- 
hill and Fleet-street, always much crowded. The new street 
from the Mansion House will shortly be open, and it would 
take them from the Mansion Ilouse direct-to the Thames 
Embankment, and deposit them at the new Law Courts if 
they were erected there. In that way they could have ad- 
mirable access to the courts, to say nothing of the Metro- 
politan Railway and the river. He repeated that for the 
purpose of the City solicitors the Thames Embank- 
ment was much better than any other site that could be 
suggested. 

-Mr. Ellis (Messrs. Ellis & Ellis) was certainly in favour 
of the Thames Embankment as against the Carey-street 
site, and he thought there was one point he might bring to 
notice, and that was perhaps of importance to some— 
namely, the interests of the West-end and City, as against 
those at Lincoln’s-inn. Not one word had been said about 
the railway interest, and he thought it might be taken that 
the proportion would be at least twenty or thirty to one, 
either from the City or West-end as against Lincoln’s-inn. 
Another point omitted to be noticed was this—the Inns of 
Courts were spoken of as if they were all for the Carey- 
street site; he took it that was not so as regards the Temple. 
Lincoln’s-inn he could understand would be in favour of 
Carey-street site. He was particularly strnck by a question 
asked by the Chancellor of the Exchequer as to the proportion 
of solicitors who are for the Carey-street site as against the 
Thames Embankment site. But there was another way of 
looking at it—namely, the importance of the interests they 
represented, and therefore he ventured to bring uader notice 
the railway interest, and all the commercial interests in the 
City, insurance offices and the banking interests, which are 
to a very great extent to be affected, and must be weighed 
against any inereased number which the influence of Lin- 
coln’s-inn and the Law Institution might bring to bear 
upon the question. He thought it was a question rather of 
importance of interests concerned than of the numbers. So 
far as he knew of the feelings of the west-end of the 
town, it was decided in favour of the Thames Embank- 
ment. 

Mr. S. B. Robertson stated that he represented Mr. 
Boodle as well as himself: that gentleman being unable to 
attend, he desired to read a copy of a letter addressed by 
him to the President of the Incorporated Law Society. Mr. 
Boodle had wished this letter to be read, inasmuch as 
there had been a petition, very urgently pressed upon mem- 
bers of the Incorporated Law Society, and he considered 
that the tacts that influenced members of the profession in 
signing that petition had not been fairly laid before them. 
The letter was as follows :— 
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‘* 58, Davies-street, Berkeley-square, 
‘London, W., 
‘¢ 25th May, 1869. 
‘* Dear Sir, 
* New Law Courts. 

‘*] have, within the last two or three days, received your 
cireular letter, dated the 12th'May, suggesting to me to ‘com- 
municate with all those members of the House of Commons 
with whom I have personal influence, urging them to sup- 
port Sir Roundell Palmer in his opposition to the bill ’ in- 
troduced by the First Commissioner of Works for a change 
of site from Carey-street to the Thames Embankment. 

‘*T regret that I must decline to accede to your request, 
as my views do not coincide with those of the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society as to the site. 

‘*T take this opportunity (as a member of the society) of 
mentioning that it appears to me that, in a question of na- 
tional importance such as this, the Council of the society 
would have done well to have called a general meeting of 
members to discuss the subject before they took the active 
steps which they have taken to show their preference, on 
behalf of the society, for the Carey-street site. Long ago 
the Council attended as a deputation upon the Government, 
and presented a memorial against the Embankment site, 
without any consultation with the members generally; and 
the only communication which they make with the members 
is the issue of the circular which I have just received from 
you, and which assumes that the members to whom it is ad- 
dressed take their opinions from the Council. 

“ By the course which they have adopted, the Council 
render it necessary for members of the society who differ 
from them to take independent action in opposition to the 
action of the Council—I remain, dear Sir, yours very 
faithfully, H. T. Boonie.” 

“J. H. Bouton, Esq., 

President, 
Incorporated Law Society. 


He thought any one who went carefully into the matter 
would come to the opinion that the facts had not been fairly 
stated in the circulars and in the maps that had been pub- 
lished under the authority of the Council of the Law Insti- 
tution. 

Mr. Connell (Messrs. Connell & Hope), asa Parliamen- 
tary agent, expressed his concurrence in the views that had 
been stated. So faras he had had communication with his 
professional brethren, he thought they were of opinion that 
the Embankment was the proper site. They had not to do 
with the courts, but they had to do with the counsel and 
others, and the feeling of his branch of the profession was, 
he considered, that in favour of the Embankment site. 

Mr. Dudley Baxter begged to point out one fact, and that 
was that there were three great colonies of solicitors in 
London ; one, of course, the great body at Lincoln’s-inn, 
one in the City, and the other at Westminster. Now, in 
effect, to adopt the Carey-street site would be to give the 
great advantage to the Lincoln’s-inn colony; the City 
colony and the Westminster colony would be placed at a 
great disadvantage; but if the Embankment site were 
taken all would be fairly treated, and the City lawyers 
would have good access by both road and rail, and the same 
as regards the Westminster branch of the profession ; and 
he thought, on the ground of impartiality, the Embank- 
ment site was by far the best that could be devised. 

Mr. Burchell (Messrs. Burchell & Co.) believed he might 
say he was the oldest practitioner present. He could recol- 
lect when it was a very rare thing indeed for the equity judges 
to be at Lincoln’s-inn ; they all sat at Westminster ; and he 
thought on the whole the Embankment site was the fairest 
compromise for the whole profession, north, south, east, and 
west, and therefore he was much in favour of it. There 
was another technical point which he would urge in favour 
of this site—we should still be in Westminster on the Em- 
bankment; we should be out of it at Lincoln’s-inn. There 
was an advantage in having still to appear before the Queen 
at Westminster, 


CRIMINAL LUNATICS. 

Our contemporary, the Solicitors’ Journal, has taken um- 
brage at our expressions in a recent article upon the re- 
sponsibility of impulsive or emotional lunatics for crimes. 
We must state, in the first place, that our strong reprehen- 
sion of the manner in which certain literary lawyers are 
accustomed to deal with this very serious question was not 











at all aimed at the writers in the Solicitors’ Journal, though 
there have been many articles in that otherwise excellent 
periodical which we have greatly regretted. Our censures 
were, in fact, mainly prompted by the recollection of a series 
of most cynical, and, we must say, revolting diatribes, which 
have from time to time appeared in the columns of an in- 
fluential journal, which, though its writers are in large 
proportion lawyers, is addressed to the general public. But 
although we acquit the Solicitors’ Journal of the cruel 
frivolity which has disgraced much of the pleading of our 
opponents on this question, we cannot say much for the 
logic of its arguments. To a large extent its recent article 
is a mere “ beating of the air,” for there was certainly no 
need to reiterate, what everyone knows, that in the present 
defective state of the law impulsive lunatics, who “can 
distinguish between right and wrong,” may be legally 
punished for crimes committed during an insane paroxysm ; 
nor did we, on the other hand, ever dream of introducing 
into this controversy questions of responsibility to the 
Divine Being. What we, of course, do mean is, that the 
law ought to be altered. Our contemporary professes itself 
willing, and even anxious, to consider any sound medical 
arguments tending to demonstrate the need for change; 
and yet it commits the signal fault of basing all its objec- 
tions to change upon a huge petitio principii, as tou a matter 
on which medical men, who alone can know the facts, would 
immediately contradict their assumption. The only justifi- 
cation for punishment, says the Journal, is its deterrent 
effect ; and that deterrent effect certainly is manifested in 
the case of impulsive lunatics. That is exactly what we 
deny, if the statement is to be made general. It is true 
enough that emotional lunatics can sometimes be cured of 
their minor bad habits by the fear of punishment ; and 
with some recollection of having heard this somewhere, our 
contemporary has leaped to the conclusion that, a fortiori, 
the tendencies of these patients to sudden crime can be 
controlled in this way. ‘This is absolutely the reverse of 
the fact. Every physician of large asylum experience knows 


| that there is a considerable group of patients, of whom 


certain epileptics may be taken as the type, who are in 
the following case. They are not subject to any delusion, 
and the stranger conversing with them, even repeatedly, in 
their calm moments, would probably fail to detect the slight 
(but really important) intellectual and moral defects from 
which they suffer. Their slighter faults of habit or temper 
can be readily corrected by judicious control. But in that 
curious occasional state known as the epileptic fury, and 
in some other analogous conditions, along with a special 
tendency to commit some of the worst outrages, these 
patients have an entire want of impressibility by the fear 
of punishment. Such a patient, precisely, was the convict 
Bisgrove, whom the lawyers tried so hard to hang, and 
whom the doctors saved; and we recommend our contem- 
porary to reflect with some care on the question whether it 
might not be as well to bring the law into a state in which 
the possibility of such a horrible scandal as nearly occurred 
in this case might be rendered legally impossible, instead 
of its prevention being left to chance.— Lancet 
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26 per cent} North Brit. & Mercantile — ou 
124 & bns| Provident Life... an, 108 
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649220} 20 per cent] Royal Hxchange,,, we = Stock 
— | 64 percent} Sun Fire ., wee on 
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Last intilions. Inly 2, 1869. 
{From the Official List of the actual business transacted. } 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent. Consols. 52} Annuities, April, ’85, 11 15- 16 
Ditto for Acconnt, July 7, 923 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 923 Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct. par 
New 3 per Cent., 92} Ditto, £500, Do — par 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. 794 Ditto, £100 & £200, — par 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 76 Bank of England Stock, 43 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last aalf-vear) 242 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
{ndia Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.’74, 212 Ind, Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 105} 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 1104 
Ditto 5per Cent.,July, °80 112 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 88 100Z Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 1035 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £100010 p in 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 92}| Ditto,’ditto, under £1006, 10 pm 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. - | Closing prices 
| Bristoland Exeter .... 
Caledonian. .....coccorecccesee sees 
Glasgow and South-Western ...... 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ,, 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 
Great Northern sscccseseecssseeees 
DOeg A SEOCKEF accccocceccccccccccccccoccccccce 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western—Original ..........0...c000eee 
Do., West Midland—Oxford 
Do.,do.—Newport ... 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ... 
London, Brighton, and South Co 
London, Chatham, and Dover... 
London and North-Western...... 
London and South-Western .., 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Linco 
MetropOlitan....ccceseecsereeseeeseces 
MAGIANG ..ccccccoscccdeccees 
Do. , Birmingham and ‘Derby 
North British ., 
North London ., 
North Staffordshire. 
South Devon ........ 
South-Eastern .. 
Taff Vale.. 














* A receives no dividend until 6 





6 per cent. hen been paid to B. 


Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The week has been one of great stagnation. Consols con- 
tinue dull, and, with the exception of a little fluctuating move- 
ment in Metropolitan and one or two other descriptions, rail- 

yays have been inactive. Foreign securities are almost 
without movement. There is now scarcely any discount demand. 
The City of London invite tenders for a loan of £234,000 
bearing 44per cent., to be issued at par,—for the completion of 
the new Smithfield Market. 


———————————_—_—_—_—_— 


A meeting was convened at Folkestone on June 30, for the 
purpose of protesting against the appointment of Mr. Harrison 
as Town Clerk at a salary of €300 per annum, when Mr. J. 
Winter or Mr. W. Wightwick would have undertaken the 
duties at half that salary. Several resolutions condemning the 
wastefulness of the Town Council were passed, and a determined 
effort is to be made to compel Mr. Harrison to relinquish the 
oflice of Town Clerk. 


AMERICAN Brrtinc.— A curious bet was made between two 
gentlemen of this city noted for the amplitude of their beards. 
One is an eminent Q.C. ., and the other, if not exactly a legal 
functionary, exercises control over an institution of justice near 
the foot of St. Mary current. The bet was that the loser of the 
toss should at once denude himself of his magnificent beard and 
moustaches. It was made in an idle moment, and promptly 
accepted. The Q.C. won the toss in two straight heats, and the 
gaoler, uttering a cry of anguish, took a gin sling and rushed to 
the nearest barber's saloon.—AMontreal Star, “quoted by the 

imes, 





ESTATE EXCHA [ANG E RE EPORT, 


AT THE M MART. 
June 24.—By Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bousrietp. 

Second portion of the Tyssen Ambhurst estate, witnin the parish of 
~ ade comprising ground rents secured on properties, as followes, 
viz:— 

Clarence-road—Lot 40, No. 1, Downes-terrace 
5 to 8, ditto—sold £1,540 ; lot 42, Nos. 5 and 
Nos. 8a and 9 ditto— sold £530; lot 44, Nos. 10 to 31, ditto—sold 
£3,960 ; lot 45. corner of Clarence-road— sold £1,360; lot 46, ditto— 
sold £1,400; lot 47, Lower Clupton-place—Sold £2,880. 

Clapton-square—Lot 48, No I—sold £1,159; lot 49, No. 2—£830; lot 

» No. 3—sold £850; lot 51, No, 4d—sold £400; lot 52, No. 5—sold 
£400 ; lot 53, No. 6—sold £860 ; lot 54, No, 7--£740 ; lot 55, No’ 8— 


sold £340; lot 41, Nos. 
ditto—sold £670; lot 43, 





sold £750; lot 56, No. 9—sold £720; lot 57, No. 10—sold £650; lot 
53, No. 11—sold ‘£660; lot 59, No. i2—sold £689; lot 60, No. 13— 
sold £1,010; lot 61, No. 14 sold £780; lot 62, No. 15—sold £790 ; lot 
63, No. 16—sold £760; lot 64. No. 17 ~3old £300 ; lot 65, No, is— 
sold £800; lot 66, No. 19—sold £320; lot 7, No. 24—sold £660; lot 
68, detached residence and gardens—sold £1,400; lot 69, the entire 
east side of Clapton-square—sold £5,299, 
By Messrs. Norton, Tatst, Watney, & Co. 

Freehold property, Known as Tham3s Ditt): House, situate adjoining 
Boyle Farm, Surrey, comprising a mansion with stabling, buildings, 
grounds, and meadow land, containing about 17 acres —Sol id £17,500. 

Freehold estate called Fowler’ sand Marswick Fobbing, Essex, ¢ »mpris- 
ing a cottage, barn, stable, and other buildings, and 264a 2r8Q of 
pasture land—Sold £11,200. 

Freehold cottage, situate as above—Sold £85. 

Freehold, the Fox and Goose public iouse, West Thurrock, Essex, with 
stabling, buildings, and about 2 acres of land, let at £44 per annum— 
Sold £920. 

Freehold residence, known as Redbury House, Rainham, Essex, with 
stabling, buildings, and 43a 3r 10p of land, let at £200 per annum— 
Sold £7,150. 

By Messrs. Faresnotuer, Lyre, & WHEELER. 

Leasehold residence, No. 11, Burnwood place, Edgware-road, annua 
value £90; term, 51} years unexpired, at £2 per annum—Sol 
£1,350. 

June 30.—By Messrs. Depennam, Tewsos, & Farmer. 

Freehold premises, No. 2, London-wall, preducing £290 per anaum— 
Sold £5,500. 

Leasehold house, No. 251, East-street, Walworth; term, 95 years from 
1789, at £3 per annum —Sold £95. 

Leasehold, 2 2 houses, Nos. 122 and 124, Barlow- -street, Walworth; term, 
86 years from 1793, at £4 per annum--Sold £155. 

Leasehold, 2 residences, Nos. 20 and 21, Lander-terrace, Southgate 
road, let at £83 per annum each ; term, ‘99 years from 1857, at £6 per 
annum—Sold £500. 

By Messrs. Fuaser, Price, % FURBER. 

Life interest of a gentleman, aged 26 years, in the dividend arising from 

or 4s. 6d, Consols, and a policy for £1,200 on the same life—Sold 
1,250. 

Freehold manufactory, No. 15, Moor-lane, 
£400 —Se!ld £5,400. 

Leasehold improved ground rents of £56 16s. per annum for 81 years, 
secured on Nos. 2, 4,6, 8, 10, 12, and 14, Delamere-crescent, Pad- 
dington— Sold £1,030. 

Leasehold residence, No. 27, Arlington-street, Camden-town, let at £30 
per me ; term, 30} years unexpired, at £3 33. per annum—Seld 

440. 


Cripplegate, annuai value 


By Messrs. Etuis & Son. 

Leasehold, 10 residences, No. 1 to 10, Station-road, Gipsy-nill, Norwood ; 

term, 9s years from 1867, at £31 5s. perannam—Sold £2,70). 
By Messrs. B. & S. BAXTER & PAYNE. 

Freehold residential estate, known as Widmore Cottage, Bromley, Kent, 
comprising a residence, with grounds. gardens, paddock, tarmyard, 
buildings, &c., containing 24 acres —Sold £4,000. 

Freehold, 9a Ir 24p of land, situate at Lee and Mothingham, Kent— 
Sold £1,750. 

Freehold ta Ir 20p of land, 
Sold £380, 

Freehold, 45a Or 6p of land, situate at Lee, 
Kent—Sold £7,050. 

July 1.—By Messrs, Foster. 

Freehold estate, known as Ashley, Arnewood, in the parish of Milton, 
Hants, comprising a residence, farm, land, and woods, in all 20a 2r 
32p—Sold £6,400. 

Freehold estate, known as Stanley, in the parish of Hordle, Hants, com- 
prising farmhouse, shooting box, lands, and woods, in ali 159a Or 
38p—Sold £2,650. 


BIRTHS, MARRLAGES, AND DEATSAS. 


BIRTHS. 

PAYNE—On June 26, at 2, Montagu-place, Montagu-square, the wife 
of J, Horne Payne, Esq., Burrister-at-Law, of a son. 

SUTHERLAND—On June 30, at Westbourne-park, the wife of David 
Sutherland, Esq., of the Middle Temple, of a son. 

DEATHS. 

A BECKETT—On Jane 27, at his residence, Church-road, Upper Nor- 
wood, Sir William a Beckett, late Chief Justice of the Colony of 
Victoria, aged 62 years and 11 months. 

BLACKMAN -On June 21, at Lawday Villa, Farnham, William 
Blackman, Esq., Solicitor, formerly of Gray’s-inn, aged about 61. 

DALZIEL—On June 27, at 10, Regent-terrace, Edinburgh, 
Dalziel, Writer to the Signet. 

JENNINGS—On June 23, at Bickley, 
aged 63. 

LYDE—On June 
park, aged 46. 


situate at Lee and Mothingham, Kent— 


Mothingham, and Eltham, 





George 
tichard William Jennings, Esq., 


25, Thomas Lyde, Esq., of Balbedie House, Clapham- 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


TUinding-up of Fotnt Stock Compautes. 
Fripay, June 25, 1869. 
Limirep in CHANCERY. 

Dunraven United Collieries Company (Limited).—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented June 25, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancel- 
lor James on July 10. Nash & Co, Suffolk-lane, Cannon-st, solicitors 
for the petitioner. 

West of England Sack Company (Limited and Reduced).—Petition for 
reducing tke capital from £60,000 to £30,000, presented to the Lord 
Chancellor on May 26. Vining & Son, Moorgate-st-bidgs, for Murly 
& Co, Langport, solicitors to the company. 

Tvespay, June 29, 1869. 
LiMIreD IN CHANCERY. 

British India and Colonial Trast and Agency Corporation (Limiced).— 
Order made May 28 for reducing the capital of the above corporation 
to £3)2,500 divided into 62,500 of £5 each. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry 
solicitors for the corporation. 








JEast London Bank (Limited and Reduced).—The Master of the Rolls 
has, bv an order dated June 5, ordered that the capital be reduced 
to £1,000,000, divided into 100, 000 shares of £10 each. Thomas & 
Hollams, Mincing-lane, solicitors for the bank. 

Italian Laud Company (Limited and Reduced).—Petition for reducing 
the capital from £1,500,000 to £200,000, presented to the Master of the 
Rolls on June 17. 

‘Port of Portsmouth Consumers’ Screw Collier Company (Limited).— 
Petition for winding-up, presented June 26. directed to be heard be- 
fore Vice-Chancellor Malins on July 9. Williamson & Co, Gt James- 
st, Bedford-row, for Hellard & Son, Portsmouth, solicitors for the 
petitioners. 





UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Helston and Penryn Junction Railway Company.—The Master of the 
Rolls has, by an order dated June 22, ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Bolton & Grylls-Hill, Elm-ct, Temple, solicitors fur 
the petitioners. 
CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 

Lancaster Shipowners’ Company (Limited and Reduced).—Petition for 
reducing the capital from £250,000 to £187,500, Any person who 
claims to be a creditor, and who is not entered on the list, must, on 
or before July 8, send in his name and address and the particulars 
of his claim, to Hull, Lpool, solicitor for the company. 


Friendly Socteties Dissolved. 
Faipay, June 25, = 
General Annuitant Society, Bristol. June | 
Walton Friendly Society, Rice House Hotel, Walton- on-the-Hill, Lan- 
caster, June 21. 
Tvuespay, June 29, 1869. 
Help-in-Need Sick and Death Friendly Society, Spread Eagte Inn, 
Trevi!l-st, Plymouth. June 24. 


@reditors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day nd Proof. 
Fripay, June 25, 1869, 
ez, Caroline Mary Ann, Spinster, Star-st, Paddington, and Fras 
yuez, Providence Cottage, Camden-town, Watchmaker. July 15. 
Miller v 'y irtou, V.C. Malins. Miller, Gresham House, Old Broad-st. 

De La Warr, Rizht tion Geo John, Earl. July 15. De La Warr v Cope, 
M.R. Rose, Gt George-st, Westminster. 

Firmstone, Joseph, Abborley House, Worcester-pk, Esq. July 30, Tucker 
v Firmstoue, V.C. Stuart. Tucker & Lake, Ser!e-st, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Gi ‘iat, Wim, Varham House, Sussex, Esq. July 21. Gilliatt v Gilliat, 
M.R. Young & Co, Frederick’s-pl, Old Jewry. 

Hexderson, Robt, Alfred-pl, Bedford-sq, Seed Merchant. July 30. 
Donaldson vw Todd, V.C. Stuart. Crossman, King’s-rd, Bedford-row. 

1, John, Shetlield, Common Carrier. July 30. Johnson v Jowitt, 

Stuart. Tattershall, Sheffield. 

, Mary, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Spinster. July 22. Sinnett v 

rt, V.C. James. Roberts, Aberys’with. 

use, John, Sheffield. July 21. Parsonage ¢ Roberts, V.C. Malins. 
Sinith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 

rnes Lady, Salisbury, Wilts, Widow. July 16. 

tvoy V.C. Malins. Rooper, Lincoln’s.inn-fields. 

Potter, Eliz, Beighton, Derby, Widow, July 21. Lamb» Potter, M.R. 
Singleton & Tattershall, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Smith, - in, Plough-ct, Carey-st, Li: ie »in’s-inn-fields, Artists’ Colour- 
man. July 30. Martin Smith, V.C. Stuart. Starling, Sackville-st, 
Picead.lly. 

Spink, Ricad, Scarborough, York, Butcher. Ju(y 30. Smith v Frank- 
ish, V.C.5t wart. Moody & Co, Scarborough. 


Smith v 


TvEspay June 29, 1869. 

Barge, John, Weedon Beck, Northampton, Gatekeeper. July 21. Par- 
sons v Barge, ¥.C. Stuart. Ebsworth, Wednesbury. 

Barker, Edwin, Calcutta. July 5. Robinson v Johnson, V.C. Stuart. 
Philby, Fenchurch-bldgs, Fenchurch-st. 

Beckett, Jolin Staniforth, Knoll ‘Tor, Devon, Esq. July 26. Bacon v 
Dibb, M. Rk. Torr & Co, Bedlord-row. 

en hie Allonby, Cumberland, Yeoman. July 15. Currey v Atkin- 
son, M. lt. Hathwaite, Maryport. 

Hollands, David Fredk, Grange-rd, Bermondsey, Coal Merchant. July 
15. Hollands Hollands, V.C. Malins. Collins, King William-st. 
Horn, Joseph, Flees Mills, York. July 28. Hornv Horn, V.C. Stuart. 

Sykes, Pateiy Bridge. 
— sral Oil Company, Saltney, Chester. July 23. Carter v Robinson, 
R. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 
Webb, Christian, Sl: Sladnar, Devon, Widow. July 24. Webb Pollock, 
V.C. Malins. Parke & Pollock, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


@redttors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frrpay, June 25, 1869, 

Barwell, John, Birm, Metal Dealer. Aug 7. Palmer & Co, Birm. 

shrimes, Alderman Joseph, Warrington, Lancaster, Common Brewer. 
July 30. Harrison, Warrington. . 

Clapton, Hy, Wakefield, York, Commercial Traveller. Sept1l. Janson 
& Banks, Wakefield. 

Clayton, Major-General Hy, Cedars-rd, Clapham. July 31, Lewis & 
Co, Oid Jewry. 

Disraeli, Jas, Cromweill-pl, South Kensington. July 15, Baxter & Co, 
Victoria street, Westminster-abbey. 

Edwards, Fredk, Camden-rd, Butcher. July 31. Baker & Co, Crosby- 
square. 

Goldstone, Alexandra Maria, Topsham, Devon, Widow. 
Mew, Newport. 

Hammoud, kKobt, Gt Brickhill, Buckingham, Farmer. July 31. New- 
ton, Leighton Bussard, 

Harper, Abiezer, Bristol, Aug2!. Harper, Bristol. 

Holloway, Kobt, Bushey-heath, Hertfordshire, Corn Dealer. Aug 1. 
Holloway, Marefield. 

Hugkes, Thos, Eton, Buckingham, Gent. Jvly 31. 
Windsor. 


Aug 3!. 


Darvill & Co, 
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yang pow Ablett, ‘Ruthin, Denbigh, pag July 15, Milne, ieee 
court-bldgs, Temple. 

— Hy, Eton, Buckingham, Beer Retailer. 
Co, Windsor. 

Knight, Ann, Eton, Buckingham, Widow. 
Windsor. 

Macrae. Colin Wilson, Bargeyard-chambers, Bucklersbury, Mercliant, 
Aug {. Upfill, Pancras-lane, Bueklersbury. 

Marke, Anne Eliza, Nice, France, Widow. Sept 2I. 
Launceston, 

Robinson, Tnos, Huddersfield, York, Plastere“. Aug it. Moseley 
Huddersfield. 

Sellers, Jas, Burnley, Lancaster, CottonSpinner. July 26. Southera, 
Burnley, 

Slack, Jas Hervey, Overton-bridge, Denbigh, Gent. July 22. Stack, 
Overton-bridge. 

Young, Joseph Smedley, Toronto, Canada, Farmer. 

out! 


July 31. Darviil & 
July 31. Darvill & Co, 


Gurney & Co, 


July 16. Dell, 


Tuespay, June 22, 1869. 

Blanco, Januario, San Salvador, Central Amorica, Merchant. Auy 13, 
Head & Coode, Mark-lane. 

Broms, Syen Adolf, Duncan-ter, Islington, Gent, Aug18. Waltons & 
Co, Gt Winchester-st. 

Cole, Eliz, Whaplode, Lincoln, Widow. 
March. 

Cole, R. M., Sydney-st, Fulham-rd,'Commander R.N. July 3l. Chapplz, 
Carter- lane. 

Groggatt, Mary, Sheffield. Aug 30. Taylor, Sheffield. 

Hardon, Wm, March, Cambridge, Grocer. July 24. 
barn, March. 

Johnson, Robt, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. July 10. Smith, Lpool. 

Kirsopp, Dorothy, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Spinster. July 31, 
Legge, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Little, Jas, King Edward’s-rd, Hackney, Gent. Aug 2. Kinsey & Ade, 
Bloomsbury-p 1. 

Margereson, Peter, Sheffield. Aug 30, Taylor, Sheffield. 

Miles, Mary, Myrtle-pl, Blackueath, Spinster. Aug 9, Paxon & 
Hallam, Long Acre, 

Renshaw, Jas, ;Barton-upon-Irwell, Lancaster, Farmer. July 23. 
Beever & Co, Manch, 

tisley, Rev Wm Cotton, Deddington, Oxford, Clerk. Sept 29. Uptons 
& Co, Austin Friars. 

Sawyer, Mary, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Widow. Aug 14. Arnold, Tun- 
bridge Wells. 

Seabrook, Sam], Dagenham, Essex, Farmer. Aug 1. Baddeley & 
Sons, Leman-st. 

Tull, Chas, Romney Lock, Windsor, Lock Keeper. July 31. Phill.p:, 
Windsor. 

Underwood, Anr, Barnet, Herts, Widow. July 31. 
Gray’s-inn-sq. 

seeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fripay, June 25, 1869, 

Adam, Wm, Fountain-ct, Liverpool-st, Wine Merchant. June 3, 
Asst. Reg June 22. 

Appleton, Hy, Rochford, Essex, Baker. 
June 23. 

Banks, Alfred Warn, Newgate-st, Warehouseman. June 14. Comp. 
teg June 22. 

Banks, Michael, Middlesbrough, York, 
Comp. Reg June 24. 

Bedells, Sam), Bury St Edmunds, 
Reg June 23. 

Bell, Geo, Whitley, Northumberland, Builder, June9, Comp. Reg 
June 22. 

Bonham, Thos, Bicester, Oxford, Butcher. 
June 25. 

Bott, Wm jun, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer, May 28. Comp. 
June 22, 

Bowe. Geo, Sheffield, Grocer. May 27. Asst. Reg June 24. 

Burge, Edwin, sen, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, no occupation. May 27. 
Asst. Reg June 24. 

Burge, John Wesley, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Draper. May 26. Asst 
June 23. 

Burton, John, Church, Lancaster, Tailor. June 5. Comp. Reg 
June 23, 

Cm. Thos, Plough-lane, Battersea, Joiner. June 7, Comp. Reg 

une 22. 

Cusack, Wm, Lpool, Corn Merchant, 
June 23. 

Denison, Joseph, Bradford, York, Draper. 
June 24, 

Dixon, a es Oldbury, Worcester, Coal Dealer. June 1. Comp. 
Reg "Jun un 

Farthing, Walter Thos, Dulwich-rd, Penge, Builder. June 11. Comp. 
Reg June 25. 

Gardner, Thos Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Innkeeper. May 22. Asst. Reg 
June 26. 

Gray, Maria, Old Kent-rd, Cab Proprietor. May 27. Asst. Reg 
June 25. 

Grocott, Chas, 
Reg June 2 25, 

Harris, Simcha ly, Southampton, Carver. 
June 22, 

Hunt, Hy Clarkson, Lpool, Coach Builder. June 7. Comp. keg 
June 2 

Hurst, Jas, Littleborough, Lancaster, Waste Dealer. June 18. Comp. 
Reg June 23, 

James, Eliz, Church End-farm, Willesden, Widow. June 16. Comp. 
Reg June 25. 

Judd, John, Clifden-rd, Lower Clapton, Builder. 
Reg June 24, 

Knowles, Thos, Maldon, Essex, Watchmaker. May 31. Asst. Reg 
June 25, 

Lakin, Geo, Walsall, Stafford, Innkeeper. 
June 23. 

Ma‘quire, Margaret Ann, Brighton, Sussex, Boarding-house Keeper. 
June iz. Comp. Keg June 23, 


July 24. Wise & Dawbarn 


Wise & Diw- 


Sandys & Knoit, 


May 27. Asst. Reg 


Ironmonger. May 27. 


Suffolk, Grocer. June 5. Comp. 


June 16, Comp. Reg 


May 28, Asst. Reg 
June 18. Asst. Reg 


Nantwich, Chester, Cheese Factor. June 23, Comp. 


June 14, Asst. Reg 


June 22, Comp. 


May 31. Comp. Reg 
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Jane 10. 


Reg June 24, 
May 10. Asst. 


McDonald, Peter, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Saddler. Comp. 
neg June 22. 

MeLeod, Thos, Chorley, Plumber. May 28, Corap. 

Mcowan, Joseph, ve dg Salop, Comm Ageat. 
Reg June 25, 

Me wock, Robt, Birkenhead, Ch: ster, Painter. 
June 2: 

Newton, Wm Richd, West Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer. June 2 
Reg June 2 

Noble, Richd Eaton, Eccleston-st, Pimlico, Builder. 

teg June 24. 

Pickering, Joseph, Brighton, Contractor. 
June 25. 

Pooller, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer. 
June 23. 

Puryes, Joseph, Sunderland, Durham, Boot Maker. 
Reg Jnne 22. 

Ratcliff, John, Hadlow, May 
June ‘92, 

Roberts, John, Warrington, Lancaster, Grocer. 
Reg June 23. 

Rosser, Rosser, Tonna, Glamorgan, out of business. 
Reg June 24. 

Shephard, Win Robert Geo, & Geo Chas Shephard, Carter-lane, Sta- 
tioners. Janell. Asst. Reg June 24. 
Smith, Geo Wm, & Dan! Greenaway, St Mary Axe, Engravers. 
18. Comp. Reg June 24. 
Speechly, Henry, & Eustace 
Organ Builders, June 5 Asst. Reg June 24. 

Tent, Wm, Bi rehin- lane, Hosier. May 26. Asst. Reg June 22. 

Tiernan, Robt, & Geo Thos Boardman, Gt Tower-st, Tea Brokers. 
May 25. Inuspectorship. Reg June 22. 

Wansbrough, Alfred Colmer, & Wm Strange, Watchet, Somerset, 
Paper Manufacturers. May 19. Comp. Reg June 24. 

Ward, Michael, Saml Fletcher Armitage, & Lorraine Wilson, Manch, 
Merchants. Tune 21. Comp. Reg June 25, 

Webster. Joseph John, Leicester, Piumber. Reg 
June 24, 

Young, John Radford, Philip-rd, Peckham-rye, no occupation. June 3. 
Comp. Reg June 22. 

TuEspaY, June 29, 1869. 

Batchelor, Edwd Jas, Canvon-st, Solicitor. June 12. 
June 26. 

Beck, Thos, Bromsgrove, Worcester, boot Mauufacturer. 
Comp. Keg June 28. 

Blane, Thos Baird. Lpool, Licensed Victualler, & Eliz, his wife. June 
2 Asst. Reg June 28, 

Bradshaw, John, Hanley, Stafford, Comm Agent. 
Reg June 28. 

Claughton, Joshua, Pudsey, York, Mungu Merchant. 
Reg June 28. 

Duffett, Hy, Fareham, Southampton, Grocer. 
June 28, 

Buckeridge, Geo Edwd, Rouel-rd, Spa-rd, Bermondsey, Draper. 
24. Comp. Keg June 29. 

Elson, Thos, Aylesbury, Buckingham, General Dealer. 
teg June 2 25. 

Farr, Arthur Richd, Brighton, Sussex, Builder. 
June 26. 

Fryer, Luey Ellen, Apperley-bridge, 
Asst. Reg June 28. 

Garsine, Gen Manch, Baker. June 4. Comp. 

Haydon, Wm, Birm, Clock Manufacturer. 
June 26, 

Henry, Andrew Pollock, Lpoo!, Wine Merchant. 
June 29, 

Heyes, Thos, Lpool, Ale Agent. June 14. 

Heyzate >, John, Bethnal-green, Tea Dealer. 
June 25. 

Hunt, David, Birm, Grocer. June 3. Comp. Reg Jane 28, 

Jones. Benj, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Licensed Yictuatler, June 1. 
Reg June 2s. 

Lancaster, Wm, Ilkley, York, 
June 28. 

Lucas, Hy, Lant-st, 
June 26 

Mellor, John, Ecclesfield, York, 
June 238, 

Molloy, Jas, Manch, Painter. May 6. Asst. Reg June 24. 

Nichols, Jas, Furuworth, Lancaster, Manufacturer. June 19. 
Reg June 26. 

Pears, Wm, Birm, Axle-tree Manufacturer. 
June 28. 

Phillips, David, 
Reg June 28. 

Richardson, John Richd, Hanley-in-Arden, Warwicx, Grocer. June 18. 
Comp. Reg June 25. 

Rootes, Wm Symonds, Ross, Hereford, M.D. 
June 25. 

Southorn, Wm, Leicester, Plasterer. May 24. 

Swallow, Wm, W akefield, York, Brick Maker, 
June 26, 

Swindells, John, Manch, Hatter, June 8, 

Thorpe, Thos Wim, Rye, Sussex, Draper. 
June 25, 

Wall, Chas Tomlinson, Chesterfield, Derby, Grocer. 
Reg June 28. 

Welton, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. 

ane 2 

Williams, ‘David, Ifield-rd West, Brompton, Oilman. 
Reg June 26. 

Wills, John, Dodbrooke, Devon, Builler. 
June 26. 

Wilson, Jas, Eccleshill, York, Listing Manufaeturer. 
Reg June 25, 

York, Hy Kinnaird, Grange Town, nr Cardiff, Glamorgan, Iron 
facturer, Decl. Asst. Reg June 28. 


May 28. Comp. Reg 


Asst. 
Jane 4, Asst. 


May 28. Asst. Reg 


June 1. Asst. Reg 
May 18. 


26. 


Comp. 


Kent, Butcher. Asst. Reg 


June 15. Comp. 


June 19, Comp. 


June 


Ingram, King’s-rd, Camden-town, 


June l2. Asst. 


Comp. Reg 


April 29, 


June 4, Comp. 


June i. Comp. 


June ls, Comp. Reg 


Jun 


June 16. Comp. 
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May Comp. Reg 


York, Schoolmistress. June 3, 


Reg June 28. 
June 2. Comp. Reg 


June 2¢. Asst. Reg 
Comp. 
June 


Reg June 28, 


16. Comp. Reg 


Asst. 


Grocer. June 5. Comp. 


ag 
teg 


Southwark, Baker. June Comp. eg 


Tailor. June 21. Comp. Reg 


Comp. 


June 3. <Asst. Reg 


Nowport, Monmouth, Pawnbroker, Jane 19. Comp. 


Jnne 17. Comp. Reg 


Comp. Reg June 26. 

May 31. Asst. Reg 
Comp. Reg June 26. 
June 2. Asst. Reg 


June l. Asst. 


May 3. Asst. Reg 


June 24. Comp. 


May 29, Asst. Reg 


May :9. Asst. 


Zanu- 





Sankrupls 
Farpay, June 25, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 

Ambler. Edwd, Westburv-ter, W sthourne-sq, 
July 7 at 2. Holmes, Finsbary-p! South. 

Bewrd, Kichd, jun, Park-rd, Ciapua: n, Manufacturer. 
Murray. Jaly5atl. Hewitt, Nicholas-lane. 

Rellhouse » Benj, Crozier-ter, High. st, Homerton, Carpenter. 

. Pepys. July8 at 1. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

Biddle, Wm, Gray-st, Manchester-sq, Carman. Pet June 16. 
at lt. Lomax, Old Broad-st. 
Calverley, John, Barnes, Comm Agent. 

yat2. Price, Serjeanc’s-inn, Fleet-st. 

Ceatioginn, Nathaniel Fuller, Grove-rd, Forest-hill, Carpenter. 
June 21. Murray. July 5at 1. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-flelds. 

Chin nery’, Hy, Shenfield-common, Retailer of Beer. Pet June 15. Pepys. 
July Satil. Preston, Basinghuil-st. 

Clark, John, Rye-lane, Peckha m, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 21. 
Pepys. July 15at2. Laurance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Clark, Robt, Sawbridgeworth, Herts, out of business. Pet June 21. 
Pepys. July 8 at 12. Neal, Pinners’-hall, Old Sroad-st. 

Clapham, John, Evelyn-st, Deptford, Licensed Victualler. 
22. Pepys. July 15 at2. Holmes, Fenchurch-st. 

Cook, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj June 1s. 
at 12. 

Crossman, Craufurd, Walham,Gent. Pet June 23 
atll. Dixon & Tempany, Bedford-row. 

Dale, Joseph Frampton, Gravel-laue, Southwark, Egg Merchant. 
Pet June 22. Pepys. July 15at2. Notley, Trinity- st, Southwark. 
Eicke, Junius St John, Blenheim- villas, Abbey-rd, ‘St Tohn’s- wood, 

Builder. Pet June 19. July7 atl. Weat herhead, Colemanest, 

Fisher, Thos Wm, a Artificial Florist. Pet June 23. 
Murray. a 5at2. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Fletcher, Hy, 1 vortsea, Hants, Ironmonger. Pet June 23. Murray. 
July 5at 2. Westall & Roberts, Leadenhali-st; Champ, Portsea, 
Gilbert, Joshua, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj June 17. July l4 

at 12. 

Hallett, Selby, & Wm Hallett, East India-rd, Limehouse, Clothiers, 
Pet June 22. Murray, July 5 at Davidson & Co, Bazinghail-st. 

Heron, Chas Hy, Uxbridge, out of business. Pet June 22. Murray. 
July5 at2. Philp, Pancras-lane, Queen-st, Cheapside. 

Hinton, John Saunders, Rilh ngton-pl, Notting-hill West, Builder. 
PetJune 21. July7at 1. Boulton & Co, Northampton-sq, Clerken- 
well. 

Hodges, Wm, Romforn, Essex, Builder. Pet June 23. 
9atll. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newi: eaten 

Hunt, Nathaniel ‘Jas. Park-ter, 
Butcher. Pet June 18. Pepys. 
Upper-st, Islington 

Jacobs, Simpson, Alex ander-ter, Rotherithe, $ Shippit ig Agent, 
June 22. July t2atill. Murray, Gt St Helens 

Maitland, Robt Forsyth, Prisoner ior Dedt, London. 
Murray. July 20 at Il. 

McDonald, Alexander, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
ray. July 20 at 1}. 

Medcraft, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
July 20 at ll. 

Miell, Jas Wesley, Salisbury, Wilts, Photographe 
July 8 at 2. 

Mondelet, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
Pepys. July 8 atl. Cooke, Gresham-bidgs. 
Pearce, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj June 18, 

20 at ll. 

Perry, John Smith, Prisoner for Debt London. Pet June 19 (for pau). 
Brougham. July 7at2. Cooke, Gresham-bidgs, Basiughall- st. 

Petiey, Robt Albert, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 2i (for pau). 
Pepys. July 15 at 1. Watson, Basinghs ali-st. 

Priest, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 22 (for pau). 
Murray. July 5at2. Michael, Gresham-bidgs, Basinghall-st. 

fawkins, Jas, Holbora-hill, Hesier. Pet June ls. July 7 at 12, 
per, Ciifford’s-inn. 

Rawley, Thos, jun, Vauxhall-st, Upper Kennington-lane, Journeyman 
Bookbinder. Pet June 21. July 7 at 2. Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 
Schrader, Hy, Mortimer-st, Cavendistret, Wardrobe Dealer. Pet 

June !4. Roche. July 5 at 12. ckler, Cheapside. 

Sheryer, Richd, Hanover-rd, Pla: a... id, Assistant to an Ironmonger. 
Pet June 22. Murray. July 5at2. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs. 

Shinberg, Julius, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 21. 
atll. Blackford & Riches, Gt Swan-alley, Moorgate-st. 

Simpson, Jas, Stratford, out of business, Pet July 23. Pepys. 
15 at 2. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs. 

Slater, Geo Jas, és vedonian-rd, “Butcher. Pet June 23. 
I2at ll. ‘Treherne & Wolverstan, Ald ee Fe 

Smith, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 2 
15 atl. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Smith, Chas, North- -st, W audsworth, Leather Seller. Pet June 22. 
Pepys. July lo atl. Hilleary & Co, Fenchureh-bidgs. 

Southey, Ellen, Leatherhead, Surrey, Schoolmistress. 
July 12at12. Sutton & Ommanney, Coleman-st. 

Stanley, John Thos, Stangate, Licensed Victualler, Pet June 21. 
ray. ‘July 5at1. Bura, Carter-lane, Doctors’-commons. 

Summeriord, Hy, Prisoner ‘for Debt, Lozdon. Pet June 18 (for pau). 
Brougham Jul y7at2- Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Turner, Jas Bressey, Exmouth-st, Stepney, out of business. 
23. Murray. July 5 at 2. Brooks, Cornhill. 

Walker, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 19 (for pau). 
Pepys. July 8 at Ll. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Wall, Wm Hy. Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj June 17. 
July 20 at 11. 

Wilson, Wm Cooper, Prisoner for Debt, London, 
Broug sham. July 7at2. Drake, Basinghall- -st. 

Young, John, Lamb’s Conduit- st, Attorney’s Clerk. 
Murray. July 5at2. Rigby, Basinghall-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Asher, Israel, Sunderland, Durham, Wholesale Jeweller. Pet June 21. 
Gibson. Newcastle ~upon- Tyne, July 7 at 12. Oliver & Botterell, 
Sunderland, 


Editor. Pet June 22. 
Pet June <1. 
Pet June 

July 7 
Pet June 23. 


Murray. Jaly 


Pet 


Pet June 
Jaly 14 


Murray. July 5 


Pepys. June 


Park- rd, Croych-end, Hornsey- 
July Sat ll, Taylor, Church-row, 


Pet 
Adj June 1. 
Adj June 18. Mur- 
Adj june 17. Murray. 
r. Pet June 21. Pepys. 
Pet June 19 (for pau). 


Murray. July 


Hoo- 


July 12 
July 
Murray, July 
2 (for pau). July 
Pet June 21. 


Mur- 


Pet June 


Murray. 
Pet June 19 (for pau). 


22. 


Pet June 
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Allwood, Geo, Matlock, Derby. Pet June 14. Hubbersty. Wirks- 
worth, July 5at 11. Neale, Matlock. 

Ashurst, Peter, Wigan, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet June 18, Fardell. 
Manch, July 7at 12, Atkinson & Co, Manch. 

Atkinson, Robt, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Innkeeper. Pet June 
21. Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, July 7 wt 11, Dobson, Middles- 
brongh. 

Bell, John, Carlisle, Boot Maker. Pet June 23. Halton. Carlisle, 
July 12 at lt. Wannop, Carlisle. 

Bellerby, Hy, Kirk Deighton, York Trashing Machine Maker. Pet 
Jane 23. Leeds, July 5 at 11. North & Sons, Leeds. 

Bennetto, Jas, jun, Landore, Glamorgan, Tailor’s Assistant. Pet June 
10. Morris. Swansea, July 7 at 2. Morris, Swansea, 

Best, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 
21, Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, July 7 at 12. Joel, Newcastle- 
vpon-Tyne, 

Bocth, Geo, Runcorn, Chester, Butcher. Pet June 16. Nicholson. 
Runcorn, July 9 at 11. Cartwright, Chester. 

Bramfitt, Jonathan, Bradford, York, Woo!stapler. 
Bradford, July 6 at 9.15. Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Brawal], Sam), Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj June 16. Kay. Manch, 
Juiy 7 at 9.30. 

Butterworth, Edwd, Leeds, Lithographer. Pet June 22. Marshall. 
Leeds, July 6 at 12. Sykes, Leeds. 

Carding, John, Matlock, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 14. 
Hubbersty. Wirksworth, July 5 at ll. Neale, Matlock. 

Chapman, Jonathan, Belle Vue, Cariisle, Joiner. Pet June 19, Halton. 
Carlisle, July !0 at 2. Ostell, Carlisle. 

Clifford, Richd, jun, Moreton-in-the-Marsh, Gloucester, Farmer. Pet 
June 22 Wilde. Bristol, July 8 atl. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Colledge, John, & Thos Colledge, Kirkby-in-Ashfield, Nottingham, 
Millers. Pet June 18. Hubbersty. Alfreton, July 3 at 12. Belk, 
Nottingham. 

Cotterill, Phos, Compton, Holloway, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet 
June 18. Brown. Welverhampton, July 7 at 12. Stratton, Wolvez- 
hampton. 


Pet June 22. 


imont, Gorleston, Suffolk, Boatbuilder. Pet June 19, 
Ci Gt Yarmouth, July 7 at 12. Kent, Beccles, 

Douglas, A ald, Knaresbrongh, York, Woolen Draper, Pet June 
21. Leeds, July l2atll. Wise & Son, Ripon; and North & Sons, 


leeds. 
Ellis, Richd, Holywell, Flint, Innkeeper. Pet June 23. Lpool, July 
1 Davies, Holywell. 
a id, Graig-y-‘’ewgood, Glamorgan, Butcher. Pet June 2?. 
ide. Bristel, Jujy 8 at 11. Cuthbertson, Neath ; and Press & 
Inskip, Bristol, 

Evans, Wm Hy, Townsend, Stafford, Hay Dealer. Pet June 2!. Har- 
ward. Stourbridge, July 9at 11. Collis, Stourbridge. 

Farwer, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol, Pet June 18 (for pau). 
Ilarley. Bristol, July 9 at 12. 

kewsdale, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj May 15. Wake. 
Shietiield, July 8 atl. binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Grecia, Hy Sidney, Manch, Axle Tree Manufacturer. Pet June 17. 
Fardeii. Manch, July 7 at 12. Scorer, Manch, 

Gaunt, John Walker, Stanningley, York, Grocer. Pet June 24, Leeds, 
Juiy j2at ll, Harle, Leeds. 

Glentield, Fras, Lpool, Broker. Pet June 17, Lpool, Jaly 7 at 11. 
E'ty pool, 

Hai), Jolin, Easington-lane, Durham, Publican. Pet June 22, Green- 
well. Durham, July 7 at ll. Brignal, Durham. 

Harle, Geo, jun, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Engineer. Pet June 21. Gib- 
so. Newcastle-upun-Tyne, July 7 at 12, Johnston, Newcastle- 
upon-lyne. 

Jiemmings, Wm, Gloucester, Dealer in Fish, Pet June 22, Wilde. 
Lristol, July 8at ll. Taynton, Gloucester. 

Hiil, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet June 17 (for pau). 
Harley. Bristol, June 9 at 12. i 
Hilton, Fredk Chas, Eccles, Doncaster, Cloth Agent. Pet June 18. 

Fardell. Manch, July 6 at lt. Pinneil, Manch. 

Holmes, Jane, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster, Pet June 10. Hime. 
Lpocl, Juty 9 at 2. 

Hopkins, Win Freeman, Alcester, Warwick, Needle Manufacturer. 
Pet Juve 23, Hill. Birm, July z7 et 12, Allen, Birm. 

diunter, Geo, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Grocer. Pet June 22. Hub- 
bersty. burton-on-Trent, July 14 at 11. Wilson, Burton-on-Trent. 

Jackson, Hy, Salford, Lancaster, Machinist, Pet June 15. Macrae, 
Mancii, July 9 at ll. Southam, Manch. 

Jensen, Neils Hartz, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Ship Chandler. 
Pet dune 14. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, July 7 at 12. Watson, 
Newcustle-on-Tyne. 

Jepson, saml, Mansfield, Butcher. Pet June 21, Patchitt. Mansfield, 
July 26 at 11.30. Cursham, Mansfield. 

Jones, Edwad. Bristol, General Dealer, Pet June 22. Wilde. Bristol, 
July Setll. Beckingham, Bristol. 

Kelsail, John, Hanley, Staflurd, Fiskinonger. Pet June 21, Challinor. 
Hanley, July 17 at ll. Tennant, Hanley. 

Lawrence, John, Eddington, Somerset, Harness Maker. Adj June 10. 
Lovibond, Bridgwater, July 7 at 10, 

Marshall, Kichd, Northwich, Chester, Signalman, Pet June 22. 
Cheshue. Northwich, July 7 atl. Burton, Manch. 

Michzel, Lucy, Swansea, Glamorgan, Furniture Dealer. Pet June 9. 
Morris. swansea, July 7 at 2. Strick, Swansea, 

Moir, Win, Sheerness, Kent, Retailer of Ale. Pet June 18. Wates. 
bhecrness, July 5 at 2.30, Copland, Sheerness, 

Murgatroyd, Robt, Bowling, York, Plasterer. Pet June 21. Bradford, 
Jwy Gat9.15. Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Parker, Joln, Brighton, Sussex, Grocer. Pet June 22, Evershed. 
Brightou, July éatil. Gutteridge, Brighton, 

Parker, Ldwd, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Leerseller. Pet June 21, 
Brown, Wolverhampton, July 7 at 12, Longman, Wolverhampton. 

Parry, Ldwd, Cwmyoy Lower, Monmounth, Timber Merchant. Pet 
June ls, att. Abergavenny, July 5 at 12. Sayce, Abergavenny. 

Peters, Wm, Kedruth, Cornwall, Hair Dresser. Pet June 19, Exeter, 
July Gat ti.20, Peter, Redruth; and Hirtzel, Exeter. 

Lhbiliips, eter, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick, Adj June 17. Nicoll. 
Shipston-on-Stour, July 7 at 11. 

Phillips, Jas, Narberth-rd, Carmarthen, General Dealer. Pet June 21, 
Wilde. Sristol, July Satdl. Henderson & Salmon, Bristol, 





Phillpots, Joseph, Redbrook, Monmouth, Circular Sawyer. Pet Juve 
22. George. Monmouth, July 13 at 3, Williams, Monmonth. 

Pollard, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet June 10 (for pau). 
Harley. Bristol, July 9 at 12. 

Quarmby, Joseph Wormell, Leicester, Working Jeweller. Pet Jung 22. 
Ingram. Leicester, July 10 at 10. Haxby, Leicester. 

Rawlings, Hy, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, out of business, Pes 
June 2!, Davies, Weston-super-Mare, July 6 at ll. Smith, Wes. 
ton-Super-Mare. 

Xoberts, John, Dawley, Salop, Labourer. Pet June 18. Madeley, 
July 14 at 12. Waiker, Wellington. 

Taylor, Saml, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 23. Tudo 
Birm, Jnly 9at 12, Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Thomas, Ebenezer Lewis, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet June 
ll. Wilde. Bristol, July 5 at 11. Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. 
Thomas, David, Swansea, Glamorgan, out of business. Pet May 31: 

Morris. Swansea, July 7 at 2. Clifton, Swansea. 

Venning, John, Prisoner for Dabt, Bristol. Pet June 18 (for pau). G bbs, 
Bristol, July 9 at 12. 

Waight, Geo, Runcorn, Chester, Tailor. Pet June 9. Nichol-oa, 
Rancorn, July 9 atll. Wood, Runcorn. 

Waite, Fredk Ransom, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj June 19, Lyool, 
July 6 at ll. 

Warner, Hy, Everton, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 22, 
Lpool, July 7 at 11, Etty, Lpool. 

Warren, Wm Ryle, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj June 16. Fardell, 
Manch, July 6 at 11. 

Whitehurst, Thos, Lpool, Grocer. Pet June 2!. Hime. Lpool, Jaly 
8 at 2.30, Hughes, Lpool. 

Wild, John, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj June 18, Hime. Lp ol, 
July 9at 2. 

Williams, John Thos, West Malling, Kent, Butcher. Pet June 17. 
Scudamore. Maidstone, July 6 at 11. Goodwin, Maidstone. 

Worsley, Chas, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Wood Turner. Pat 
June 22. Hall. Ashton-under-Lyne, July 9 at12. Toy, Ashton- 
under-Lyne. 

Yates, Fras, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj June 19. Lpool, July 6 
at ll, 

Tugspay, June 29, 1869. 
To Surrender in London, 

Adames, Benness, Harley-villas, Chalk Farm-rd, Grocer, Pet Juno 2}. 
Pepys. July 9at2. Piesse, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Allen, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 25 (for pau). Pep ss. 
July 21 at 12. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Ball, Joseph Saml Eowler, Oakham, Rutland, Brewer, Pet June 23. 
July 12 at 12. Wright & Co, London-st; and Law, Stamford. 

Barton, Isaac Howard, & Chas Jabez Barton, Hastings, Sassex, Cv- 
men. Pet June 23. Pepys. July 9 at Il. Howard, Quality-cr, 
Chancery-lane. 

Bone, John, Stratford, Essex, General Dealer, Pet June 25. July \2 
at 2. Wood, Basinghll st. 

Brown, Francis, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 25 (for pan). 
Roche. July 20 at 12. Cooke, Gresham-bidgs, Basirghall-st. 

Bucke, Robt, & Robt Dickins bucke, Cretingham, Suffolk, Carpenters. 
Pet June 24, Pepys. July 9 at 12. Ward, Oid Jewry-chambers. 

Callaway. Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet June 24 (for pan). 
Brougham, July 12 at 2. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Chapman, Jas, Prisoner for Debt. London. Pet June 25 (for pau). 
Pepys. July 2latl2. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Cobu, Andrew, Merchant, Residing Abroad. Pet June 3. Pepys. July 
2) atl. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 

Deportu, John Baptist Jas, Castle-st, Faleon-sq, Glass Manufacturer. 
Pet June 26. Murray. July 12at1. Choriey, Moorgate-st. 

Evans. John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj June 17. Pepys. July 
9 at 2. 

Ferrar, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London, 
July 2) at IL. 

Ford, John Edwd Foss, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj June 18. July 
14 at 12. 

Grauer, Geo Fredk Hugo, John-st, Bedford-row, Comm Agent. — Pet 
June 25, July 12 at 1. Burt, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st, 
Gunnee, Jonathan, Aberdeen-ter, Shepherd’s-bush, Carpenter. Pet 
June 24. Murray. July 12at12. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs, Basing- 

hall-st. 

Harding, Geo Louch, Cross-rd, Croydon-common, Carpenter. Pet 
June 22. July 12 at 11. Hedger, Furnival’s-inn, 

Hartmann, Jules, Goswell-st, Clerkenwell, Warehouseman. Pet June 
24. Murray. July 12 at 12. Morris, Grocers: hall-ct, Poultry. 

Hawkins, Hy Plummer, Parliament-st, Westminster, Hair Dresser. 
Pet June25. Roche. July 12at1. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

Holeombe, Chas, Edenham-st, Kensal-green, Journeyman Butcher. 
Pet June 24. Murray. July 12 at 12. Chappell, Edgeware-rd, 

Jones, David, Prisoner tor Debt, London. Pet June 25 (for pau). 
Murray. July 20 at12, Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
Keen, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Adj June 9, July 14 


Adj June 18, Pepys. 


atl. 
Kennard, John, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj June 18, July 14 


at 12. 

Lloyds, Richard Cripps, Henley-on-Thames, Oxford, Painter. Pet Jane 
24, July 12at1. Calcott, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Lush, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 23 (for pau), Pepys. 
July 9 atl, Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Malton, Edwd Hy, South Lambeth-rd, Apothecary. Pet June 24. 
Pepys. July 9 atl. Shearman, Jermyn-st, St James’s. 

Mason, Wm John O'Neal, Pentonville-rd, Kings’s-croas, Tobacco 
Manufacturer. Pet June 25, koche. July l2atl. Briant, Win- 
chester House, Old Broad-st. 

Mathew, John Mee, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 24 (for 
pan). Murray. July 12 at 12. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

M‘Kee, Joun, Prisoner for Debt, Loudon. Adj June 17, Pepys. 
July 9 at 12, 

Melhuish, Alfred Melton, Goldsmith-row, Hackney-rd, Importer of 
Faney Goods, Pet June24. July 12 atl. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Munday, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Juae 25 (for pan). 
Roche. July 20 at 12, Watson, Basinghall-st. 
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Patton, John, Bedfordbury, Covent-garden, Beer Retailer. Pet June 
26, Murray. July 12at1. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

Peakcme, Eliz Appleton, Bedford-gardens, Campden-hill, Kensington, 
no occupation. PetJunel7, Murray. July 12 at 1. Chidley, Old 


Jewry. 

Polak, iane Michael, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 22 (for 
pau). Pepys. July 9at12. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Pomfrey, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 25 (for pau). 
Pepys. July 21 at 12. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Quixley, Jas, Manor-st, Chelsea, Chandler’s Shop Keeper. Pet June 
22, July 12 at 11. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Reading, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj June 18. 
July 9 at 2. 

Robbins, Aifred, Walworth-rd, Boot Manufacturer. Pet June 25. 
Pepys. July9at 1. Padmore, Westminster-bridge-rd. 

Sadler, Chas, South-rd, Forest Hill, Whitesmith. Pet June 24. 
Murray. July 12 at 12. Steadman, London-wall. 

Scheidt, Chas Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 23 (for pan). 
Brougham, July 12 atl. Drake, Basinghall-st. _ 

Scott, Fredk, Gt Warley, Essex, Baker, Pet June 25. July 12at 1. 
Barlee, Old Broad-st. 

Seaman, John, jun, Peter Boat Public House, Essex, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet June 26. Pepys. July 21 at12, Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Searle, Wm, Marshall-st, London-rd, out of business. Pet June 24. 
Pepys. July 9 at 12, Brighten, Bishopsgate-st Without. 

Spratt, Robt Isaac, Prisoner for Lebt, London. Adj June 18, Pepys. 
July 9 at 2. 

susiey, Hy Geo, Leadenhall-st, Optical Instrument Manufacturer. Pet 
June 24. July 12at12. Stanley, Austin-friars. 

Swaebe, Danl Benmoya, Priscner for Debt, London, Adj June 18. July 
14 at 12. 

Tackley, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 25 (for pau). Pepys. 
July 21at 11. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Taphouse, Philip Hy, Barlow-st, Old Kent-rd, Smith. Pet June 23. 
Pepys. July9at1l. Cooke, Gresham -buildings. 

Terry, Robt Jenkin, St Mary, Berks, Miller, Pet June 26. Pepys. 
July 9at 2, Maynard, Poultry. 

Thomas, Liewellyn, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj June 18. July 14 
at 12. 

Thurlow, Jonathan, York-ter, Vine-st, York-rd, Engineer. Pet June 24. 
Pepys. July9atil. Harwood, Cannon-st. 

Wade, Wm Gribbell, East-st, Bancroft-rd, Mile-end, Wine Cooper. Pet 
June 25. July 12 at2. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Wilson, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 24 (for pau), Pepys. 
July 21 atl. Nind, Basingha!l-st. 

Wooden, Robt, Temple-st, Dalston, Messenger. 
July Yatl. Hicks, Francis-ter, Hackney. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Barrow, Geo, St John’s Common, Sussex, Labourer. 
Waugh. Cuckfield, July 7 at ll. Mills, Brighton. 

Bates, John Chas, Tinton, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 25 
Hill. Birm, July 14at 12. Ebsworth, Wednesbury. ; 

Brothers, John, Spark-hill, Worcester, Groom. Pet June 25. Guest. 
Birm, July 16 at 10. Fallows, Birm. 

Clarke, Hannah, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham. Pet June 19, Pat- 
chitt. Nottingham, July 14at 10.30. Belk, Nottingham. 

Davey, Geo Hobbs, Exeter, Builder. Pet June 24. Daw. Exeter, 
July 9 at 11. Campion, Exeter. 

Dean, Joseph, Heaton Mersey, Lancaster, Buyer. Pet June 25. Macrae. 
Manchb, July 13 at11. Chew & Son, Manch. 

Edwards, Wm Dunstan Lever, Brecon, Innkeeper, 
Wilde. Bristol, July9at11l. Nash, Bristol, 

Edwards, Thos Woods, Banbury, Oxford, Tobacconist. 
Fortescue. Banbury, July 10 at 10. Pellat, Banbury. 

Foxall, Eli, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj June 18, 
Lpool, July 12 at 11. 

Fraser, Hugh, Munrow, nr Manck, Merchant's Clerk. 
Fardell. Manch, July 12 at1l. Woolley, Manch. 

Gibson, John Sam, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet June 25. Chatter. 
Lowestoft, July 14 at 12. Acher, Lowestoft. 

Goss, Wm Hy, & Wm Adams Peake, Sioke-on-Trent, Porcelain Manu- 
facturers. Get June 12. Tudor, Birm, July 9 at 12. Bilackiston 
& Everett, Stoke on-Trent ; Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Grimley, John, Rugeley, Stafford, Butcher. Pet June 26. 
Rugeley, July 10 at 10. Charles, Rugeley. 

Harrison, John, Prisoner for Debt, Morpeth. 
Hexham, July 13 at 12. Swan, Morpeth. 

Hastilow, Joseph. Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Farmer. 
Tudor. Birm, July 9at 12. Parry, Birm. 

Heath, John, & Fredk Heath, Birm, Bone Cutters. 
Guest. Birm, July 16 at 10. Rowlands, Birm. 

Howe, Edwin Silas, Manch, Teacher of Music. Pet June 23. 
Manch, July 16 at 11. Sampson, Mauch. 

Ignham, Jonas, & John Bamford, White Abbey, Bradford, Cabinet 
Makers. Pet June 25. Bradford, July 9 at 9.15. Rhodes, Bradford. 

Jackson, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj June 16, Kay. 
March, July 9 at 9.30. 

» Wm, Winterton, Lincoln, Tin-plate Worker. Pet June 25. 
rown, Barton-on-Humber, July 14at 11, Mackrill, Barton-on- 


‘umber, 
Kilburn, Danl, Huddersfield, York, Fish Dealer. Pet June 22, Jones. 
Huddersfield, July 22 at 10. Drake, Huddersfield. 
lawton, Richd Johnson, Manch, Civil Engineer, Pet June 26. 
Manch, July 14 at 12. Jones, Manch. 
re, Wm, jun, Wigan, Lancaster, Boot Manufacturer. Poet June 
%. Fardell. Manch, July 14atl!, Peacock, Manch. 
» Arthur, Shrewsbury, Salop, Innkeeper. Pet June 25. 
webury, July 12 at 11, Chandler, Shrewsbury. 
Lumb, John, Dewsbury, York, Stock Broker. Pet June 23. Marshall, 
Leeds, July 22 at 12, Carr, Leeds. 
lott, Wm, Bristol, Brewer. Pet June 25. 
Dat 12. Benson & Elletson, 
M'Queen, Alex, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. 
Salford, July 10 at 9.30. 
ton, Thos Probert, Abergavenny, Monmouth. Innkeeper. Pet June 
1, Wilde. Bristol, July 9atil. Miller, Bristol. 


Pepys. 


Pet June 25, Pepys. 


Pet June 26 


Pet June 25. 
Pet June 24. 
Adj June 18, 
Pet June 24, 


Gardner. 
AdjjJune 18. Stokoe. 
Pet June 24, 
Pet June 24, 


Macrae. 


Far- 
Peele. 


Harley. Bristol, July 


Adj June 16. Hulton. 





' 
| 








Moore, Robt Berdle, Birkenhead, Chester, Attorney. Pet June 26, 
Lpool, July 12 at 12. Weodburn & Pemberton, Lpool 

Peacock, John, Northallerton, York, Linen Draper. Pet June 22. 
Leeds, July 12at 11. Jefferson, Northallerton ; Simpson, Leeds. 

Pickering, John Leonard, Aston, nr Birm. Licensed Victualler. 
Pet June 24, Guest. Birm, July 16 at 10. Brown, Birm. 

Reynolds, John, Leamington Priors, Warwick, out of business. Pet 
June 18 (for pau). Tibbits. Warwick, July 11 at 10. 

Sanderson, John Wm, Northampton, Blacksmith. Pet June 24. 
Dennis. Northampton, July 16 at 10. White, Northampton. 

Scott, John Collins, Wellingborough, Northampton, Statuary Mason. 
Pet June 25, Barnham. Wellingborough, July 14 at 11. Cook, 
Wellingborough. 

Semple, Chas, Lpool, Shipwright. Pet June 23. Lpool, July 12 at1l. 
Morris, Lpool. 

Shuttleworth, John, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj June 19. Leeds, 
July 12 at 11, 

Skinner, Wm, Birkenhead, Chester, Boot Manufacturer. 
Lpool, July 12 at1l. Johnson, Lpool. 

Slater, John Andrew, Walsall, Stafford, Journeyman Saddler. Pet 
June 23, Walsall, July 17 at 12. Adams, Walsall. 

Storey, Jas, Huddersfield, York, Boot Dealer. Pet June 17. 
Huddersfield, July 16 at 10. Drake, Huddersfield. 

Towlson, John, Norwich, Engineer. Adj June 16. Palmer. 
wich, Judy 12 at li. Stanley, Norwich. 

Treland, Wm, Oundle, Northampton, Shoemaker. Pet June 25, 
Sherard. Oundle, July 10 at 10. Richardson & Son, Oundle. 

Weeks, John Trevena, Plymouth, Devon, Blacksmith. Pet June 25. 
Pearce. East Stonehouse, July 10 at 11. Square, Plymouth. 

William, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Taunton. Adj June 18. Bennett. 
Axbridge, July 10 at 12, 

Williams, Wm, Rhyl, Flint, Grocer. Pet June 25. Sisson. Rhyl, 
July 13 at 10. Williams, Rhyl. 

Yendole, Chas, Leeds, Warehouseman. Marshall. 
Leeds, July 22 at 12. Pullan, Leeds, 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, June 25, 1869. 
Scroggie, Wm Smith, Leadenhall-st, Bottled Beer Merchant. June 23, 


Pet June 24. 


Jones. 


Nor- 


Pet June 24, 








LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehvld Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the followinS 
form : 


’  aaaiee 


PROPOSAL FOR LOAN ON MORTGAGES. 


Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
ings , state the net annual income). 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


A large discount for cash. 
ILLS of COMPLAINT, ANSWERS, APPEALS, 
MINUTES, and all Law Printing, executed with promptitude 
and at moderate charges by 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law Printers, 
7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, London. 


YATES AND ALEXANDER 
PRINTERS, 

7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, B.C. 

Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills ot Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 

Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 

Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 


NS ee FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 











HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superier 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Pateat 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives ard 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, Ts. 6d. Tea-trays, 
Is, 6d, setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
lils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years, 
savory Table Knives, l4s., its., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s. 9d. and l2s.; Black Horn ditto, $s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pure 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &v. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices tor which their establishment bas been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


per rail, 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, VLONDON, 
Opposite Somerset Housa. 
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RIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT  ASSO- 
CIATION. 


COMMITTEE : 
W. Digby Seymour, Esq., Q.C., Recorder of Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
David D. Keane, Esq., QC., Recorder of Bedford. 
Henry Thos. Cole, Esq., Q.C., Recorder of Penzance. 
J. W. Huddleston, Esq., Q.C., Counsel to the Admiralty, &c., 


Coy Be. 

Robert Stuart, Esq., Q.C., Lincoln’s-inn. 

Alexander Staveley Hill, Esq., D.C.L., Q.C., M.P., Recorder of 
Banbury. 

Wiliam Ribton, Esq., B.A., Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 

J. Walter Smith, Esq., LL D., Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

Henry Cory, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at- Law. 

Frederick Adolphus Philbrick, Esq., Middle Temple, Barrister- 
at-Law. 

J. Macrae Moir, Esq., Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

J.J. Cooper Wyld, Esq., Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

Nicholas Flood Davin, Esq., Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


Edmund es Esq., Solicitor, Great Winchester-street-build- 
ings, E.C. 

William Alfred Plunkett, Esq., Solicitor, 37, Gutter-lane, E.C. 

William T. Venn, Esq , Solicitor, 3, New-inn. 

Charles R, Cutler, Esq., Solicitor, 5, Bell- yard, Doctors’-com- 
mons. 

John Trail, Esq., Solicitor, 4, Hare-court, Temple. 

Henry Nelson Capel, Esq., LL.B., Solicitor, 9, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. 

With power to add to their number. 


BANKERS: 
The Agra Bank (Limited). 
OFFICES : 
1 and 2, Great Winchester-street-buildings, E.C. 


The object of this Association is to press upon the attention of the 
Legislature the various needs for Reform in the Criminal Jurisprudence 
of this Country, and at the present time its efforts are being chiefly 
directed towards obtaining the institution of an Appellate Jurisdiction 
worthy of the name. 

It has long been considered a grievous and unjust anomaly, that while 
a miscarriage of justice is contemplated in civil cases, and provision is 
therefore made for new trials both at Common Law and in Equity, no 
such provision exists in Criminal Law, wherein the cases tried are as 
liable to a miscarriage of justice as in Civil Law, and the issues involved 
are of infinitely greater consequence than can arise in any civil case. 

The only mode of seeking redress in criminal! cases, where an injury 
is alleged to lie, is by petitioning the Crown; but this, in most instances, 
is an inadequate and useless procedure, especially so in cases where the 
petition is an appeal from the ruling or direction of the Judge, for it is 
well understood that the practice at the Home Office is to refer each 
petition back to the Judge who tried the case for his report and advice 
thereon, and for the Secretary of State then merely to act in accordance 
with such advice. The Judge, therefore, is virtually the tribunal to 
which the petition is presented, and as often as otherwise it is an appeal 
against himself. 

As in the case of Toomer, convicted of rape, the Home Secretary has 
‘been known to refuse to interfere with the verdict of a jury, and yet 
subsequently to advise the grant of her Majesty’s pardon in deference 
to public opinion. It is only, however, in rare instances that it is prac- 
ticable to obtain the assistance of so powerful an advocate as the public 
voice. 

Instances are known to the Committee of this Association of men, 
who, from various circumstances, have been the victims of injustice at 
their trials, and have been compelled to drag through months, and even 
years of imprisonment for offences which they never committed, simply 
‘because the law afforded them no proper means of shewing the injustice 
under which they laboured and obtaining a reversal of their sentence. 

Any man is liable to have a criminal charge trumpec up against him, 
and he may be convicted on false evidence, or contrary to evidence, or 
for want of evidence which could not be procured in time, or from the 
insufficient acquaintance of counsel with his case on account of the 
late delivery of the brief, or from any of those mishaps known to expe- 
rienced professional men as liable toeccur on a trial; and yet, under the 
present system, there is no redress. 

With these facts in view, the inference is unavoidable that there are 
now pining in the prisons of England many persons who, from various 
circumstances, have been unjustly convicted, but would be able to shew 
the injustice of their conviction and acquit themselves were it competent 
for them to do so by a new trial in Court. 5 

Even in those instances where, under the present system, the efforts 
used subsequently to a trial are successful in proving the injustice of a 
conviction and a pardon is obtained, the pardon itself is too unsatisfac- 
tory anacknowledgment of the injury inflicted; the grant of a pardon 
¢2 n innocent man is a contradiction in terms. 

The modus operandi now being pursued by the Association in order 
to accomplish its object is by petitions to Parliament, advertisements, 
the holding of public meetings, and such other means as from time to 
time appear advisable or expedient,in order to secure the introduction 
into Parliament and passing cf a measure ; and itis thought that with 
judicious and well directed action success may ere long crown its 
efforts. 

Contributions in aid of the movement thankfully received by the 
Hon. Sec., and the Sec., at the offices of the Association; by William 
Alfred Plunkett, Esq., Solicitor, 37, Gutter-lane; by Charles R. Cutler, 
Esq., Solicitor, 5, Bell-yard, Doctors’ Commons, and Brixton, Surrey; 
by any of the authorised agents of the Assvciation ; or may be paid in to 
its account at the Agra Bank, Limited. 


W. B, BANYARD, Sec, 





Oe INVESTMENTS.—THE CEYLON 
COMPANY (LIMITED) are prepared to effect Investments on 
Mortgage in Ceylon and Mauritius, with or without their guarantee, as 
may be desired. For further particulars application to be made at the 
office of the Company, Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, Londor, 
By order, 
R, A. CAMERON, Secretary. 





\ ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 
4 JULY LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES, including landed 
estutes, town and country residences, hunting and shooting quarters, 
fuvius, ground-rents, rent-charges, house property, and investments gene- 
ral\y, may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or by post for one stamp. Particulars for insertion in the August 
List must be received by the 28th July at latest. 


ESIDENCE, with a particularly pretty garden of 
an acre, to be LET, at the small rent of £71 per annum, and a 
low premium. The house has five bed rooms, a bath room, three sitting 
rooms, and offices, with stabling, coach house having dwelling rooms 
over, and occupies a pleasant position on the summit of Lavender-hill, 
ten minutes’ walk from the important junction siation at Clapham. The 
gardens near the house are well arranged as lawns, &c., and the more 
distant portion includes a capital and most productive fruit and vege- 
table garden, belted on one side by an avenue of elms, beneath which 
isadry walk. The property, for its size and value, affords more shade 
and seclusion than is ordinarily to be found within three miles of the 
city, and possesses indeed many of the advantages of the coantry.— 
Messrs. DEBENHAM, Tewson, & Farmer, 80, Cheapside. (15,804.) 


fNHE WESTMINSTER CHAMBERS.—These noble 


suites of Chambers at the end of Victoria-street are admirably 
adapted as offices for Solicitors, Engineers, Public Companies, and 
persons connected with Parliamentary undertakings. They are most 
eligibly situated, close to the Houses of Parliament, and within two 
minutes’ walk of the Park-street station of the Metropolitan District 
Railway, now being continued along the Thames Embankment to the 
Temple and the City. They are divided into suites of four, five, or 
six rooms, with every convenience separately attached. A capital 
restaurant on the premises. Several sets are now to be let at very 
moderate rents, and would be subdivided for tenants requiring one, 
two, or three rooms. To view, and for further particulars apply to the 
—? Mutual Tontine, 4, Westminster-chambers, Victoria-street, 

ondon. 


‘The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice, 














The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CEk- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed 
and executed. No charge for sketches, Companies Fee Stamps. 
Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Flee:- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn) 


A R R’S, 265, S T R AND, 
**Tf I desire a substantial dinner off the joint, with the agreeabis 
accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and good, I know of only one 
house, and that isin the Strand, close to Danes Inn. There you may 
wash down the roast beef of old England with excellent Burgundy, at 
two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied with half a bottle for a 
shilling.””—All the Year Round, June 18, 1864, page 440. . 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining rooms in 
London. Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d. 


INE DRY PALE SHERRY, 30s. per doz., D. G. 
Gordon’s shipping. Splendid Golden Sherry, Fernandez and 
Ramo’s shipping, 30s. Port, 30s. Creaming Champagne, 42s. Six 
bottles, 21s.; pints, 25s, First quality Wines. 
Havana Cigars—La Patria, 30s. El Principe de Gales, 40s. per 100, 
Continental Palmas, 15s. Concha Londres, 18s. Carriage paid. 


Cellars stocked with first-class Wines upon the lowest possible charges 
for cash—25 doz., 27s.; 50, 25s. ; 100, 24s. Port, Sherry, or Champagne ; 
all Port or Sherry; or assorted. 

ASHLEY & CO., 24, Garrick-street, Covent-garden. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuabJe properties renders itin appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King s. 
aa @ 2.4 848. 4. 
110 Oandi 18 0 2 4 
1 0 Oand1i 10 
110 Oandl 18 











Table Forks, perdoz...... 
Dessert ditto ... oo 
Table Spoons... 
Dessertditto se..cccesece 1 0 Oandl 10 
Tea SPOONS .eecseccccecee O12 OandO 18 

Every Article forthe Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for 
wardedon rece of20 stamps. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON. 


FICES.—Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Part of a fioor 





F 
EDMUND KIMBER, Hon. Sec. |. O £30 per annum, or one room £20.—Address, R. F., ‘Solicitors’ 


Journal” Office, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 





